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To 
Mr. Daviſſon s Defence 
OF HIS : 


Proteſtant Minifter's Miſſion, &c. 


SL. 
OUR Letter I receiv'd with great Satisfac 
tion; but a Multitude of other Bufineſs, which 
1 could not poſtpone, wou'd not ſuffer me to 
acknowledge it ſooner. I entirely joyn with 
ou in Opinion, that it is neceſſary to detect 
Ignorance uy unfair Dealing, leaſt they ſhould paſs for 
ruth and Knowledge, by the Aſſurance and Solemnity with 
which they appear; but the Burden is heavy, and the 
Road very unpleaſant. Nothing but a want of Good 
Nature, or Employment, will make a Man delight in find- 
ing Faults; Vermin only are pleaſed to dwell upon 
Sores : But as vou very well ſay, the Intereſt of thoſe who 
ſerve Mankind in other Stations of Life, requires our Aſ— 
ſiſtance here, and *twou'd be ungrateful to deny taem 
what they want, becauſe we can ſcarce think it worth the 
giving. I therefore come in to you entirely, and ask your 
Pardon that I have not anſwer'd your Demands before. As 
you very well know my great Reſpe& for you, and may 
eafily gueſs why I have not ſhew'd it in this Affair with 
more Diſpatch, I aſſure my ſelf of the ſame Place I always 
had in your Friendſhip; and for thoſe who ſhall give them- 
ſelves the Trouble of reading the following Pages, | hope 
the Delay will make them come to it with more Coolneſs 
and Impartiality, In order to ſhew the Imperfections of Mr. 
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5s Scheme and Defence, I propoſe Firſt, To conſider the 

Nature of the Chriſtian Miniſtry. Secondly, The general Hiſtory 
of it; and Thirdly, To follow the Courſe of thoſe Objections which 
bave been made againſt me, But before I enter 7 this 


Method, I defire 4 Reader will expect no more 
the 


rom me 
than to ſpeak to 


firm'd, that the Sermon was imggded againſt me, That it was 


wonderfully admir d, &c. this is deny'd ; all I ſhall anſwer 


is, that the World may be ieve whether they pleaſe, that 
the Party are the only Evidence I have, and, if they pleaſe, 
ſhall be my Judges too, Mr, D. accuſes me of too much 
ſhartneſs; Pm ſorry for it: And frequently inſinuates, that 


T have had Aſſiſtance; I ſhall readily own that I want it 


in many Things ; that he is too move for any one Man to 
deal with; and return him my Thanks for this Obje&ion. 
means & my. Helper might throw in ſome of that ill Na- 


ture which is charg'd upon me, and ſo my Adverſary has 


freed me from part of that Accuſation, which I deſpiſe and 
abhor. In ſhort, I intend to neglect all that Reflection, 
which ſome Perſons may think I deſerv'd, and occafion'd 
by my own Roughneſs, and in as few Words as I can, to 


" *eftabliſh thoſe Striftures I made in my Conſiderations. 
© The Nature of the Chriſtian Miniftry, I'm apt to believe, 


has been greatly miſtaken by all Admirers of the popular 
Scheme. They generally. ſuppoſe a Minifter to be one who 
is to inftru them, or rather to try if he can pleaſe them 
with his Diſcourſe ; one that is to prefer their Petitions to 
God, and acquaint him with their Wants and Deſires ; a 


Perſon who is to negotiate all their Affairs; and therefore 


the molt fitly conſtituted by thoſe who intruſt him. This 
Notion is not Scriptural ; For throughout the ſacred 


Books, he is always ſpoken of as ſent, or commiſſion'd by 
God, to tell Men what he has done for them, what Advan- 


tages he intends them, and what he expects from them. 


He is God's Ambaſſador, his Miniſter, taken by him from 


among Men, for their Uſe in Things pertaining to God. 


He is to declare the Will and Purpoſe of God to us, nor 
has he any Thing to do on our Part which is Authorita- 
tive. As God ſtands in need of nothing from us, but is 
graciouſly diſpos'd to do every Thing for us, he has told 


us ſo by his Miniſter ; he admits of no Stipulation, Con- 


tract, or Bargain whatſoever, but what is entirely of his 


own. making. We have nothing to give, nothing that can 


merit, nothing that we cou'd know wou'd be accep- 


ted, unleſs God of his Infinite Mercy had reveal'd to us 


Queſtion. I have neither Leiſure 
nor Inclination to enter into the Under-plots. I have af- 
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his Condeſcenſion in admitting our Service. In the Per- 
formance of this Service, we can neither add nor diminiſh; 
the Miniſter can do no more for us than God has order'd, 
nor can he do it otherwiſe than he has peer. A Mi- 
niſter then is a peculiar Servant of God's, impower'd by 
him to teach Men their Duty, to promote among them the 
Kingdom of his Maſter, and to tranſact their Affairs with 
him, as he has been pleas'd to appoint. The Conſequence 
of this is, that he has no Authority in Things purely Spiri- 
tual from Men. For in Matters which God has promis'd, 
and which are, as it were, Conditions on his Part, he only 
cou'd Authorize 5 and in thoſe which we are to do, and 
which are, as it were, Conditions on our Part, he only has 
appointed. There is then nothing in the Nature of this 
Office, which gives any Reaſon to conclude that the Au- 
thority is from Men. But, cho' the Authority be from God, the 
Conveyance may be, nay always has been, by Men ; and, if ſo, 
why may not God have repos'd the Power 3 it in the 
People, for whoſe Advantage it is intended, He may, no doubt; 
but whether he has or not is the Queſtion ? This I will 


# Anſwer by the ſecond Thing I propos'd, a general Hiſtory 
of this Conveyance. There is no Occafion to confider the 


Jewiſh Miniſtry, the Deſignation there has always been 


confeſs'dDivine, and Independent of the People. Our Bleſs 
ſed Lord, call'd in Holy gray the Great High Prieft, was 
ſent by God with Power to ſend othcrs. The ſame Power 


which the Father gave the Son, the Son gave to thoſe ſent 


by him. This Power they exercis'd, and never at any time 


ask'd, or had the Conſent or Authority of the People in 
conſtituting any ordinary Eccleſiaſtical Officer. After the ſame 


2 


manner their Succeſſors proceeded, ſending Miniſters as oc- 


caſion requir'd, by that Power which was committed to 
them Independent of the People. But as the miraculous 
Gifts by which ſome were ſignify'd to be fit for the great 
Office, and others enabled infallibly to diſcern it, fail'd, 


the Officers manag'd this Affair otherwiſe, and in different 
manners; ſometimes aBiſhop conſtituted another alone, ſome- 


times with three or more, ſometimes in a Council, ſome- 
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valiJate the Title to the Benefice, tho" not to affect the 


Orders. This good Conſtitution, through bad Uſe, became | 


the Occafion of Faction and Tumult, the Promotion of am- 
bitious rather than worthy Perſons z and after ſome Time, 
when the Church grew great in the Temporals, and the 


People riotous in their Elections, the Civil Power to pre- 


ſerve Peace, and pofleſs themſelves of à Privilege fo Valu- 
able, took upon them the Election, Nomination, or Recom- 
mendation; the Eceleſiaſtical Officers ſtill being confeſs'd 
the undoubted Conſtitutors of a Minifter alone; and ſome 
times (tho' not fo often as might have been wiſh'd) rejec- 
ting the Perſons ere to them. 85 
have ſaid all this without producing any Authorities 
for it, becauſe I ſhall have an Opportunity of doing that un- 
der my third Head, to which I now proceed. There 1 
omis'd to follow the Courſe of thoſe Objections, which 
ave been made againſt this Account. Now if I ſhall prove 


that they are all Miſrepreſentations, and when ſet ina pro- 


per Light, either foreign to the Point they are pretended 
to favour, or ſtrong Probabilities of that which they op- 


Os 


hope my Reader will excuſe me in this Part of my Per- 


formance, if the Method be not ſo elear and eaſy as might | 
have been contriv'd. I'm to have the Defender of Mr. D's : 


Sermon in my Eye all along, and muſt therefore take every 

Thing he * in the Order he has lay'd it. 1 
It is ſomething difficult to find out what he wou'd have; 

He ſays(a) The Elders, if any, are to preſide and dirett. He indeed 


denies the ſole Independent Power in plain Terms to the 


Clergy, but he either does not ſay what Power they have, 
or whether any or none. All they (b) have to do in this Affair, 
is to dire the People in their Choice, and to con firm the Elettion 
by Prayer and Impoſuion of Hands, But then this Confirma- 


tion of theirs is worth nothing; for (c) the Perſons eleted haue 


as much Power before as after itz and he plainly ſays that Con- 
ſecration is not neceſſary, or eſſential to a Biſhop. In the Ser- 


mon he affirms, that the Clergy may Prefide and Drref, but the: | 
People muſt Chooſe and Conſtitute. In the Reply he gives them 


(dj Power fo vote alſo. In the Sermon, The Confirmation by Pray- 


er and Impoſition of Hands is indeed ſpoken of; but both there 
and in the Reply it is only an uſeleſs Ceremony, that confers | 
no Power or Authority whatſoever, He is not pleas'd chat I 
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(a) Sermon, P. 14. and 45s (b) p- 40. 
(4) Reply 1. 89, 90. 


(c) p. 14 
think 


ole, Ipreſume this Matter will be pretty well eſtabl:ſh'd. ' 
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think he veſts all the Power in the People alone; but yet him- 


© ſelf gives them all that is Neceſſary and Effential, Not to 
„ dyell upon theſe Perplexities any longer, whatever his 
„Words may import, I'II take him in the moft favourable 
» | Senſe I can, an only ſuppoſe him to affitm, that the People 
» © have an abſolute, eſſential Right of Eletting their own Paſtors. 
Before 1 r fe to conſider what he has yrg'd in ſup 
port of it; I muſt take Notice of two Reflections made by 
4 im upon my Obſervations on his Text; (I.) He ſays, I dont 
e diſtinguiſh between a dubious ana poſirrve Sentence, and thar his 
„Elegant Criticiſm upon Archippus was only Suppoſtrion, It is true, 
p. of his Sermon, Edition the Firſt, it is only Suppoſi- 
g tion; but p. 11, he is become ſo certain of it, that he makes 
1 an Inference from it, what Men of Senſe never allow to 
1 be done in dubious Caſes. Again Mr. D. was o ſenſible 
h that this piece of Learning wou'd do him no Service, that 
e in the ſecond Edition (which was made when the Coun- | 
* try was clogg d with the firſt) he prudently omitted it in | 
4 both Places; It is a pity he ſhou'd have refolv'd to defend | 
= what he himſelf did not approve. (2.) I blame him for Stig- | 
matizing Archippus, and concluding that he then wanted 8 | 


Admovition, as being actually Criminal. His Anſwer is, that 
ut tho'Admonition does not ſuppoſe Guilt, i was enough for him 
ys that Archippus was liable to what he was warn'd againft, if 
ry vor aftually guilty. So'then Mr. D. affirms, that you may 
2: ſay all the Evil you pleaſe of any Perſon, tho' he has not 
e; committed it, becauſe he is liable to it. Im ſure Biſhop Da- 
ed venant does not concur with our Author in this Sentiment. 
he l gave ſome Reaſons for believing the contrary Character 
'c, might belong to Archippus; but tho' I ſhou'd grant that 
ir, they are of no Weight, the Judgment of gp et 4 
ion make a Man ſpeak well of an Apoſtolical Perſon, if nothing 
na. i «ppear'd directly againſt him. (p. 7) Iſay, ſuppoſe him 
ve: Rt guilty, and the Words of the Text to imply a Cenſure, 
n- and the Church to have the Power of Cenſure; how does 
or. it appear that the People had the Power to Cenſure ? Me. 
the D. ſhou'd have prov'd the People to have been the Church, 
em and then we ſhould have 8 this Point. Now we 
have not one Word to this Purpoſe, nor is any Notice ta- 
ere ken of it. In Order to ſhew that very probably Cenſures 
verre inflicted by the Miniſters, I invited Mr. D. to a 
1 View of the Epiſtles to Timothy and Titus, and defir'd him 
to conſider what full Powers the Apoſtle gave them. To 
— this he anſwers, that theſe Powers were not Independent 
of the People, and that they and their Powers are therefore not 
wention'd here, becauſe that Matter was ſnſiciently e/tablifh'd be- 


ore. 


fore, I defire to know where? (2.) The Caſe of Timothy Bu 
and Titus are no Rule to us, they were Evangeliſts, not fix d tha 
Biſhops. T hey are never call'd Biſhops in Scripture, nor can the Con. Kt 
ſiderer, prove it: They had Powers which are given or en. h 
joy d now. It Matters not what Names and Titles they ww 
had, it is certain they were Eceleſiaſtical Officers; and the det 
Queſtion betwixt us is, whether Ecclefiaſticks alone have 
the Power of Cenſure, ec. which Ihave therefore affirm'd, Con 
becauſe I find St. Paul ordering it in the Epiſtles to Ti- 85 
mates and Titus, Nor is it material that they were Evan- 5 
geliſts (ſuppoſing that to be a Name for a diſtinct Officer) © 
and not fix'd Governours ; becauſe it can't be ſuppos'd that (a 
an Aſſiſtant ſhou'd have that Power which a ſole Gover- *© 
nour has not; or an itinerant Preacher a Juriſdiction, * 
when a ſettled Miniſter has none. Farther, Mr. D. ought i © 
not only to have proy'd that they were extraordinary Offi- 1 
cers, but alſo that they were only extraordinary, and that | 
the Powers of Cenſure, c. were the very extraordinary = 
Powers committed to them, a Thing never attempted nor | ch 
ever to be perform'd. Mr. D. is witty upon my ſaying pr 
St. Paul writes in the Style of a Governour, or Monarch. * 
He only Command's in the Name 7 our Lord Jeſus riſt. Will G 
the Monarch of France Command in the Name of the Cxar ef O. 
of Muſcovy ? The Monarch of any Nation may and ought | b 
to Command, Exhort, and Beſeech in the Name of Jeſus & 27 
Chriſt, and if he does ſo, will be no leſs glorious a Prince, 41 
and a much better Man. But is the Authority of Jeſus 2. 
Chriſt over his Church no more, when compar'd with the Fe 
Authority of a Miniſter, than that of Coordinate Princes? 8 
At this rate there is neither Regal nor Sacerdotal Authority 
upon Earth; for whatever the King, or the Prieſt does is 1· 
all in the Name i. e. under the Authority of Chriſt. But N 
we are Ambaſſadors, therefore not Monarchs. Monarchs are the || 
Ambaſſadors of God, and his Chriſt, The old Heathen 
Poets, Hiſtorians and Philoſophers learnt from Nature to 
call them ſo; and a Man who had never*ſeen one of theſe 
odd Books, might have read in his Bible, that they are the 
Servants of God. Do Monarchs 1. to beſeech and entreat after © 
this manner? Our Author's Knowledge in Law and Politicks , 
was much like his Skill in Divinity. He juſt now told us 
that the Difference between Chriſt and Church Governors 


„ Buffoonry : 1 take this Opportunity of telling my Reader, 
chat I intend hereafter no Anſwer to any ſuch Matters. The 
„. ground of it is a Miſtake; for the FT 43D of the 
1 Church by all but Papiſts has always been held to be Ari- 
„ Rlocyarical, Sure if the Man had not been full of Witt ins 
ae deed he cou'd never have run over at this rate. 
We come now to the main Point. He had ſaid that 4 
d. Company of Saint jeyn d together by free and mutual Cove- 
„. nan to promote the Glory of God, ha ve n from 
Chrift, to chooſe and conſtitute their own Minifiers, Mr. D. is 
r) offended with me ſomewhere, for leaving out the Word 
[alone] and pretends he no where denies but that Mini- 
r. ſters have ſome Power in the Conſtitution of others. There 
he ſays, that the Company of Saints have yg 5c Authority. 
he This with me, is the ſame as to ſay they have the Autho- 
5. rity alone, for otherwiſe how is it ſufficient? And if they 
alone have it, what Power have the Miniſters ? If we were 
to expect Exactneſs any where, ſure in the formal Stating 
> the Queſtion 3 but if we have his Sentiment here; we have 
\ not one Argument or Authority for it in the Remainder 
15 of his Book. A ſort of wild Chriſtians, in a State of Na- 
7:11 ture, Baptiz d, Inſtructed, and truly influenc'd to promote 
of = God's Glory and their own Advantage, without any Mi- 
nt niſters; or at Liberty to leave their good Inſtructers, and 
by Virtue of a freſh Covenant of their own making, pro- 


Authority, c This he affirms: is Rational, that is, is clear 
ne From Reaſon. Now! aſſerted it was not elear from Reaſon, 
$2 and that becauſe it never cou'd be clear from Reaſon, that 
God wou'd enter into Covenant with Men; and therefore 
is it cou'd not be clear from Reaſon, that there ſhou'd be 
t © Miniſters of this Covenant. (2.) As it was a Covenant of 
be Grace and Favour on the one fide, and no Uſe or Advan- 


en tage on the other, it cou'd never be clear from Reaſon, 
to That they who in this Covenant were to be the only Gains 


fo ers, ſhou'd have the Power of conſtituting the Miniſters 
he of it. Reaſon encourages no Man to believe he ſhill re- 


te, ceive, where he has no Grounds to expect. Reaſon al- 


ways leaves it in the Power of a BenefaRor to do his Fa- 
vours, as he pleaſes, This is the Subſtance of what 1 ob- 
ſerv'd: To which he Anſwers, it may be Rational tho reveal'd: 
of Who denies this? But can it at the ſame time be clear from 
be Light of Nature, and yet not at all diſcoverable by it. 


9 


he 0 what is reveal'd? The ſame way of quibbling we find 
id in the next Words; And Mr. D. plainly owns that as it was 
nM * eres 


*g of an it be rational as that Word is us'd in Contradiſtinction 


2 curing to themſelves Powers from Chriſt, have a ſufficient 


C107] 
reveal'd it ſtood alſo to Reaſon, in the Nature of the Thing 
(a ſtrange Uſe of Words) now what is this more than thoſe 

ords of mine, that it is only Rational, ſo far as it is Ra- 
tional to believe and obey what God has reveal'd ? That 
is, that it has not any Foundation in the Light of Nature 
it ſelf, or immediately. = FI. 13 

Mr. D. has affirm'd that it is Rational the People ſhou'd 
chooſe, becauſe it tends to Edi fication. He allows that it is 
alſo Rational that they ſhou'd ſubmit to a Miniſtry of God's 
Appointment, very well; then it is Rational that the People 
ſhou'd chooſe, and alſo Rational that they ſhou'd ſubmit 
tho' they don't chooſe, both are Rational. All that re- 
mains then is, how the Fact ſtands, for it ſeems there is no 


other Difference as to the rationality. He might then 


have ſpar'd his Notions (which are utterly falſe in this 
Caſe) of a Voluntary Society, of Power and Authority de- 
riv'd from the Society (not 2 God by the Society) with 
much more of the ſame kind; but I ſhall omit the inſiſt. 
ing upon them becauſe, at laſt our Author gets out of his 
Labyrinth, and comes to the Point, an Attempt to prove 
that the People muſt chooſe from the Holy Scriptures. 


Mr. D. ſays he has ſhew'd that Chrift has given the Faithful 


(all of them) a Liberty of chooſing their own Officers from the 
Evangeliſis Luke and John, and that I have found Fault with 
him for omitting the other two Evangelifls, The Reaſon of 
this Omiſſion he pretends, is this, that the two latter ſpeak 
only of the Power of preaching the Goſpel, but the otber two of tbe 
Power of the Keys, and that he avoided the confounding: of theſe 
Powers, as I have done, The Confidence of this Anſwer 


wou'd make one ſuſpe& it true, but it is far from it. For 
the ſame Hiſtory is reported in the Places referr'd to in 


all the four Evangeliſts, and what is by ſome call'd Preach- 
ing the Goſpel, Baptizing and Teaching, is by others call'd 
Remitting and Retaining. The ſame Power is given in 
all the Places, it is given to the ſame Perſons ; and the 


lame Aſſiſtances are promis'd in the Exerciſe of it. But 
if this Diſtinction ſhou'd be admitted, Mr. D. wou'd be a 
great looſer by it, and there wou'd appear the ſame Re- 


ſon for omitting the Authority of St. Luke, as he preten- 
ded before for St. Matthew and. St. Mark. For he intro- 
duces our Lord ſaying, not one Word, of any Thing but 
Preaching in Teſtimony of what he had done, and promi- 
ſing the Holy Spirit to aſſiſt in it. „ 


As for the xvi Ch. of St. Matth. v. 19. Mr. D. tells us, the 


Grant there made of the Keys was not to Peter perſonally, but to 
Peter as repreſenting the whole Body of the Diſciples, This Aſſ- 
| LE ertion 
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— 
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[ 11 ] 
ertion is built upon a' falſe Fact, and a Parcel of fimple 
Reaſons.” The Fact Mr. D. will not allow to be falſe, and 
perſiſts in it, that the Queſtion, [who do Men ſay that I. 
the Son of Man, am] was ask'd of al! the Diſciples, not the” 
Apoſtles only. What I deſcribe (according to him) as one Ac- 
tion was not ſo, for the Miracle of the Loaves was a long Time af- 
ter the ſending the Twelve, and the Queſtion ak*d a long Time 
after the Miracle; Further, he ſays that the Diſciples in gene- 
ral, not the Twelve only miniſter'd to the Multitude, According 
to St. Matthew, our Lord. ſent away the Multitude, took 

= Ship and came into the Coaſts of Magdala (Ch. xv. v. 39.) 
and when the Diſciples were come to the other fide (Ch. 
© xvi. v. 5, Cc.) they had forgot to take Bread. Upon the 
= Solicitudethis Neglect gave them, he upbraids them with 
ow, 8 the late Miracle. From thence he went into 
the Coaſts of Ceſarea Philippi, where he ask d this Queſtion 
of the ſame Perſons who miniſter'd to the Multitude, who | 
= paſs'd over the Sea, who forgot to take Bread, and who 9 
were alone with him. Theſe according to St Matthew, 
are call'd the Diſciples (Ch. xv. and xvi.) and according to | 
St. Luke, ſometimes the Diſciples, ſometimes the Twelve, | 
= never any Intimation of a larger Number. Therefore tho? 
= theſe Actions were not at one and the ſame Time, they 
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were continu'd and ſucceſſive. The Feeding the Multi- 
1 tude juſt before their paſſing over the Sea; the Expoſtu- : b 
lation about the Apoſtle's Infidelity or Forgetfullneſs, as — 
2 \Fſoon as they were come to the other fide, and the Famous 
ſe Queſtion, as ſoon as they came to Cæſarea Philippi, which 
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r was not near a Days Journey. A long Time indeed: 
But then ſays he, that the Twelve alone were admitted in 


his Retirements is falſe, | own it. But Retirement was what 
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I wrote, and this particular Retirement [ have been ſpeak- 
d Jing of, was what I mean't. If then the plain Words of the 
in Goſpel, and the natural Senſe of them ought to be as Satis- 
factory as the Fancies of Mr. W. and Mr. D. the Caſe muſt 
de determin'd on my fide. It is ſaid, when the Twelve, or the 
a Eleven are ſpoken of, they are generally diſtinguiſh'd by thoſe 
Names; but where Diſciples are mention'd, the Diſciples in gene- 
yal are intended. Let us try this Rule, St. Luke ſays, (Ch. ix. 
v. 12.) And when the Day began to wear away, then came 
#be Twelve, and ſaid unto him, ſend the Multitude away, 
. St. Matthew ſays. (Ch. xiv. v. 15.) And when it was 
Evening his Diſciples came to him ſaying, ec. So exact 
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he "Pare Mr. D's Criticiſms! 5 
c. Thus the Fact alledg'd being falſe, the Second, Third, 


eng Fourth Reaſons fall with it. The Fifth however, is 
1 B 2 impregnable 


[ 12 ] 


Impregnable, and urg'd with uncommon Inſolence, but 1 
can excuſe it. The Subſtance of it is this; The ſame grant 
of Binding aud Looſmy is made to the Church in the ſame Terms 
and Latitude, as to the Diſciples, or the Twelve Mat. xviti. 17, 
18. But who are here mean't by the Church? Grant Mr. 

D. what he wou'd have, that 10 Chriſtian Church is in- 


4 tended ;z what is to be underſtood by the Church? Now 
iN | thoſe who are call'd the Church v. 17. are the Twelve, 
, * as St. Mark informs us Ch. ix. v. 35. I think then 1 have 


the Authority of an Evangeliſt, for ſaying that by Church 
is here meant the Rulers of the Church. Here again then 
the Fact is falſe, and conſequently the Reaſoning upon it. 
Beſides obſerve our Author's Reaſoning, The Queſtion 
[4 between himand me 1s not, whether the Church has fuch 
Powers, but in what Hands they are plac'd. He ſays in 
the Faithful People for that is the Church, which is the 
very Thing he fhou'd have prov'd, but thinks fit to beg, 
the eaſieſt and the only Way of obtaining it. Not to per- 
ſue this Matter further, the Senſe of this Text has been 
given in ſo many Lights, by very Learned Men, that it is 
| too dubious to argue upon, tho' our Author affirms it needs 
| no Comment. He offers a Reaſon, which we muſt not Ne- 
glect, why the Church here, muſt mean all the Faithful. 
Again I ſay unto you, if two of you ſhall agree, esc. What 
faall no Prayers be anſwer d but thoſe of the Apoſtles ? L anſwer 
there is no Connection between this and the former Ver» 
| | ſes, in the former he ſpeaks of Offences, and an Authority 4 
f to redreſs them. In this of that Succeſs, he wou'd give to 
Unanimous Prayers. Both are dire ted to private Chri- 
ſtians ; only in the former, they are directed to a proper 
Power for relief, in Cafe a private Correption will not pre 
vail. If the latter Paſſage underſtood ofthe Apoſtles, im- 
plies an Abſurdity. it muſt not be underſtood of them. But - 
if the former does not imply an Abſurdity (as Mr. D. has 
gonfe ſs d) it may ſtill be underſtood, as I wou'd have it 
Thus the Concluſions from theſe Words have no Founda- 
tion, and the Ridiculous Paraphraſe falls with them. But 
then, if the Power of Binding and Looſing belongs to the 7 
Apoſtles only, as Apoſtles, it died with them. Yes with, 
with all my Heart; but whoever affirm'd that it belong d 
to the Apoſtles only as Apoſtles ; or is it a Conſequence 7 
that if the Church in this Place means the Apoſtles, that 
'H it was only to laſt their Time? To % 2 
9 We proceed now fram the Conſide ration of the Charter 
to the Subſequent Practice upon it. Mr. D. affirms that 
this Binding and Logſing was exepcis'd by the Church be 1 
; 7 £ the 
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the Apoſtles Days, and that by their Direction, and for 
this he produces ſeveral Inſtances, But (1.) He takes that 
for granted which he ought to have prov'd ; that Church 
muſt fignify the Faithful People only, and that theſe Parts 
of the Epiſtles, which he cites, belong to the whole Body 
Por if Church may ſignify Church Government, why does 
i not fignify that in the Caſe before us; and if an Epiſtle 
written ta the Church of - Rame, Corinth, &c. and ſent to 
the Governours, contains in it many Things which be. 
long to the whole Body, many which belong to 
particular Orders, Ranks, Relations and Perſans 3 why 
muſt it be taken for granted that ſuch a Part of it belongs 
to the whole, when there appears no Neceflity for it? (2.) 
I Anſwer as I did before, that it does not appear theſe were 
Cenſures cited by Mr. D. and that the Apoſtle does by no 
means ſet himſelf upon the level with the Brethren, but 
commands them to do So and So. Mr. D. does not underſtand 
this Conſequence. It is this then; that tho* the Paſſages in · | 
Ay Eccleſiaſtical Cenſure, that St. Paul dictates it to 
the Church, nay paſſes it upon the Criminal himſelf. 
Have n0 Communion with him we Command you, Bret hren 
esc. (3.) ſuppoſing our Apoſtles Senſe to be what Mr. D. 
wou'd baveit, how does it appear that the Paſſages above. 
> mention'd were directed to the whole People? Becauſe they 
are Eccleſtaſlical Cruſures, and conſequently Cenſures of the Church. 4a 
Civil Cenſures are Cenſures of the Nation, and yet, neither = 
inflicted by the whole Nation, nor by ſelect Perſons ap- | 
pointed by the whole Nation, For all that appears then, 
there may be Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures inflicted by the Eccle- 
flaſtical Guides only, and thoſe too not conſtituted by the 
FE People. I'm often twitted with thinking otherwiſe than greater 
Men have dene. I'm well pleas'd with as low a Seat as any 
Man will give me, but ſuch Uſage ſhows a great want of 
Candour and good Manners: Let my Arguments be con- 
ſider'd and confuted, not bore down” by Authority. I 
- © fhall preſume to ſay that both Dr. Whitby and Mr. D. are 
= miſtaken here: Mr. D. in thinking the Dr, miſtaken, 
when he aſſerts that at the writing thoſe Epiſtles, there 
= were ſcarce any ordinary fixt Officers then plac'd in the 
Churches, Far the Words of Clement, don't ſay they were 
= fixt, tho” conſtituted ; and at another Time Mr. D. can 
; = remember the Work of an Evangeliſt, and the perambu- 
27 lutory State of the Miniſtry. Dr. W. is alſo wrong in ſay⸗ 
ing there were no fuch Qhurch Governours ſettled in the 
Churcb, and therefore that theſe Cenſures (tho the Dr. is 
= equally inclin'd to believe them Exhortations only, or at 
the leaſt ſomething doubtful about it) were direRed to all the 
= Brethren. 
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Brethren. For (Ch. v. v. 12, and 13.) of the former Epiſtle 
to the Theſs. are theſe Words, We beſeech you Brethren to 
Know them that labour among yon, and are over you in the 
Lord, and admoniſh you Laſtly, they both err in lying that 
by the Church the whole Body muſt be intended. 5 

We come now to the Inceſtuous Corinthian, a Caſe Mr. 
D. ſtill ventures to inſiſt upon as wholly on his fide © I 
gave a Reaſon why this Cenſure was the Perſonal Act 
of St. Paui, from v. 3. of Ch. v. Ep. 1. and from v. 10. of 
Ch. 2. Ep 2. Mr. D. ſays that in the former, the Apoſtle 
direfts the Church what to do; but to the latter which is a Re- 
laxation of the Sentence, he ſays nothing. Whoever will 
be at the Pains to confider this Matter, will find him en- 
tirely wrong. St. Paul lays. Ye are puff d 12 have not 
rather mourn'd, that he who hath done this Deed might be talen 
away from you, He ſpeaks of them as Suppliants and paſſive 
(ivor etc pn) not one Word like Authority. But of himſelf 
he ſays I verily, tho abſent in Body yet preſent in Spirit, have 
judg'd (Mr. D. tranſlates x t 1c directed) already, as tho? 
| was preſent, concerning him that hath ſo done: In the 
Name of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, (when you are aſſembled toget her,) 
and my Spirit with the Power of our Lord &c. Ep. the 2: He 
excuſes his not coming to them, as not proceeding from 
Lightneſs but Lenity ; and ſays that he determin'd not to 
come again to them with Heavineſs. For if I make you ſor- 
ry who is be then that maketh me glad; but the ſame that is made 
ſorry by me, &c. 3 To this End alſo did I write,that I might know 
the Proof of you, whether ye be obedient in all Things. To whom 
ye forgive any Thing, J forgive alſo : For if I forgave any Thing, 


to whom] forgave it, for your ſakes fargave Tit in the PxRSo of 


Chriſt. Age in he threatens them Chap. 13. of Ep. z. and in 
theEndof the former ch.ſuggeſts his Fr that he ſhou'd not 
find them ſuch as he uon d, and therefore ſbou'd be found of tbem 
ſuch as they wou'd not. I appeal now to any Man, whether 
the Apoſtle, in this Cenſure, Relaxation, Caution and Ad- 
monition ſpeaks of himſelf, or all the Faithful. But Mr. 
D. wants to know who were gather'd together. It fig. 
nifies nothing: For (1.) the Authority was the Apoſtle's, 
not their's, (2.) it is expedient to call an Aſſembly, in or 
der to make a publick Example, tho? not two of an Hun- 
dred had any Authority at all in it. (3.) ſuppoſing the 
Cenſure not inflicted by St. Pau, Mr. D. will never be able 
to prove, it was not infl:Red by the Authority of the Cler- 

y alone: As for the Paraphraſes of Dr. Whitby and Mr. 


Loch, I ſee not what ſervice they are to Mr. D's Cauſe ; but 


beſides 


1 
beſides, they are really faulty, and don't carry in them the 
Emphaſis of the Original. I'll preſume to give the Rea- 


in Body, yet afar in my ſpiritual Authority over you ha ve deter- 


7 


1 


cil'd and approv'd this Latitude in the miniſterial Office 
in many Parts of the World, without any ſuch Caution, or 


. L.imitation, long after the Accounts we have in canonical 
SG.cripture, Our Author's windings, in this particular, are 
very remarkable. If any Thing looks plauſible on bis 
> ide, then for the Scriptural Pattern; but if any Thing is 
gaagainſt him, have a care of making precedents of extraor- 

1 dinary Caſes : Befidcs, there is another remarkable Defect 
tin this Objection: He never attempt's to prove the Caſe 
$ 


1 xtraordinary, but depends upon the courte y of his Reader. 
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= We now follow him through his maze of Antiquity? 
== Bur before he enters upon it, be delires his Reader will 
belie ve me to be a'very warm Man, a deſpiſer of the Lagry, 
3$ an oppoſer of private Judgment in any Degret, whatſoever 1 
may ſay to the contrary. Theſe Suggeſtions ate ſcarce 
worth my Notice · | Ill venture to ſay, no Man will agree 
with him that knows me; and I hope no Man (for his own 
| ſake) will Cenſure me, that does not. He is gone to an- 
| ſwer before a Judge he ca'nt deceive or impoſe upon; and | 
I ſhou'd be glad to think he beartily repented of theſe Slan- | 
ders. All ſober Men, I'm perſuaded, the greateſt Enemies 
| | the Clergy have, are of my Opinion that the Multi- 
| tude is very unfit for Government; and that moſt of 
1 thoſe, who have had to do with them, lament their 
| Weakneſs and Levity ; and this is all which made Mr, 
D. fo angry. Again, Mr. D. is diſpleas'd with me that 
| | I left out the Word [only] and ſays he never pretended the 
= Power in the People, excluſive of the Clergy. How looſely 
= he has ſpoken in this particularz the Reader may ſee 
1 in what is cited from him in the beginning of theſe Pa- 
© ges, and alſo in the very Place before us; but he ſhall 
mend what ever he pleaſes, and be alow'd to ſay, that 
the People have not the whole Power of conſtituting 
N Miniſters, exc, but only an eſſential Share of it, ſo that 
E it can't be done without them. 3 Sack! 
E - The firſt Authority, taken from St. Cyprian, I aſſerted 
3 was borrow'd from the Conſtitution, Diſcipline and Uni- 
= - ty of the primitive Church ; and Mr. D. has no where 
| told us in what Edition it is. This, he ſays, is a falſe 
Accuſation of that Author, I own it; but it is a true one 
of him, for whom it was intended 3j. e. Mr. D. He en- 
deavours to filence me with great Names, The worthy Per- 
ſon, he aſcribes that Book to, never told the World it 
was his, and therefore in Civility, Mr. D. ſhou'd have 
| | forbore. Perhaps he might defire his Name ſhou'd not 
\ 1 be known, that his Book might have no more Admi- 7 
| rers than the Reaſon of it deſerv'd ; or, he might not 
| have ſo good an Opinion of it himſelf ( a Thing com- 
| monly reported whether true or falſe) as Mr. D. Be 
that Matter as it will, his good Senſe and great Lear- 
ning are every where commended, he ſtood in no need 
of Mr. D's Panegyrick, He is as remarkable for his 
good Nature, as any of the valuable Talents he poſ- 
geſſes, and can bear to be told, not only that he is fal- 
lible, but alſo that he has actually err'd. He has known, 
by Experience, that Men in low Stations, may ſome- 
« 855 | times 
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times diſcover the flips of thoſe above them; arid that 
they are not always in the right, who have a long Time 
ſeem'd to be ſo; I admire his Excellencies, and have 
I believe, been much better acquainted with them than 
ever Mr. D. was; nor do I think him more remarkable 
for any Part of his Character, than that he ſpakes his 
own Mind with clearneſs and eaſe, and hears himſelf 
oppos'd with Temper and Decency. I've chirg'd the Au- 
| thor of this Book with Tranſlating this Paſſage falſe, but have 
not ſhewn where his Error is: This is a Miſtake, for I 
| printed the Word in a different Character — I extort a 
© Grant. This implies Power, but he, in asking their 
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Conſent, never intended that; ahis Temper inclin'd him 
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to perſuade, where he cou'd Command, and with im- 
portunity to obtain, what he might exact. He himſelf 
tells us that he admitted ſome to Communion, tho' the 
People oppos'd and contradicted it. In this Mr. D. ſays St. 
Cyprian halted, and 1 have not afted uprightly in repreſent- 
ing it. In order to ſhew this, he tranſlates a long Paſ- 
ſage out of this Epiſtle, He begins in the middle of a 
Sentence, and proceeds no further than the two firlt 
Words, before he leaves out theſe remarkable Words. 
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People at leaſt equally concern'd in the AR of Diſci- 


is 
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wo 
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cipline for he muſt be meant by Nobis) and yet, that 
he alone was to give an Account to God of it; he 
3 p 8 , . . o 0 

f therefore drops theſe Words without giving any Notice 
to his Reader of it. In the next Omiſſion he is more 
honeſt in intimating it, but equally culpable in o- 


ther reſpects: Thele are the Wordrodined [their Crimes 
% hinder ſome, or the Brethren fo ob/tinately and firmly op- 
"Foe others, that they can't be receivd to the Danger and 
ſcandal of very many: For we are not ſo to gather up the 
Sherds, as to break th: Sound and whole. Veſſels; nor is he a 
di ſcreet and good Paſtor, who by b, ſichly inficed 
; 8 F 

Sheep with his Flock, banes them all] = Theſe Words ins 
*#timate that the Flock are at the Direction of the Paſ— 
tor, that ſometimes he does not admit them becauſe 
ereatly Criminal, ſometimes becauſe very offenfive, that 
the avoiding Scandal was the Cauſe why St. Cyprian 
ſought the Conſent of the People. What can be plai ns 
er now than Yhat St. Cyprian is an Evidence on my 
i le, and that my Friend has endeavour'd to corrupt 
* ma Can any Man in his Senſes; think that St. Cy= 


Pian intended to ſay, the People had the Power Jointly 
* | | with 
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tus mei ſtatuerim, nihi! fine conſulio veſtro, & ſine con lebis, 


Author after this manner? Nothing can be ſtranger, 


pops to AR without their People. The Reply ſays; as 


Note (p. 33.) Cyprian. 
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with him, becauſe they were obſtinate or ſcrupulous, i 
or ſcandaliz d, or any thing elſe indeed; when he cle- 
arly makes the Matter of Diſcipline, he is ſpeaking of, 
an AQ, for which he 1s accountable; the Pete his 
Flock, his Care; when he tells us he did this Act 

himſelf ſometimes, and only did not do it always be- 
cauſe he wou'd uſe his Authority ſo, as to give no 4 
Offence? ſee Ep. 59. Ed. Ox. p. 137. The next Cita- 
tion ſaid to be talen from Ep. 10. might have heen found be! 
by Mr, Holland ſays 6ur Author in the 14 Ep. of Bp. Fell's 
Edition. It cou'd not, becauſe it never was in any © 
Edition ſince the World was. The Words as extant in 
both Editions of the Sermon (p. 33.) are theſe Nee 
Epiſcopis licehat ſine Conſlio Plebis, ſua privata Sententia quic= 20 
quam facere] But in the 14 Ep. we have no Words 
like them except theſe (p. 33.) LA primordio Epiſcopa- | 


ad. a.” i a few. nn Sens: nd — a d- ae.: 


mea privatim Sententia gerere.] Is it not ſtrange that there 


mou'd be a Man in the World, who ſhou'd cite an 7 


except, that there is another, who pretends to have e- 
amin'd his Citations, and affirms they are true. The 

b . . - Br bd 
Sermon {ſays from St. Cyhrian, that t ts un lau ful for Bi- 


St. Cyprian really did, that he had determin'd from the 
beginning of his Epiſcopate, not to do any thing, with- 
out the Ad vice of his Clergy and the Conſent of tjhe 
People; from which Mr. D. concludes it was in his © 
Thoughts unlawful to do ſo. This Inference is not on- 
ly weak but ſuppoſing it true, makes St. Cyprian con- 
tradict himſelf: For in this very Ep. he commits the * 
care of his Province to his Brethren of the Clergy in 
his Abſence, Inſtances in many particulars, and only * 
refers the Buſineſs concerning which Donatus, &c. had | 
wrote to him till his return, when he wou'd give it 
a public Conſideration ; not that to do otherwiſe war 
unlawful 3 but that he had made it a Rule to him. 
ſelf to ac lo. Mr. D. wou'd make Rigaltius a Party 1 
in his Prevarication 3 but he is far from it. See his 


hat he cites from Ep. 34. will do as little Ser- 
vice to his Cauſe: For firſt St. Cypriay commends the 8 
Presbyters and Deacons for forbidding*to communicate 
with Gains and his Deacon, upon the Advice of his 
.Collegues, who were preſent; and he himſelf ſuſpends = 
Phulumenus, Fortunatus aad Favorinus, tho' abſent, defer- 1 
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ring the further Cognizance of the Affair, as of great 
1 Importance, becauſe the Circumſta ces were ſuch as 
wou'd not permit him to examine, throughly. 


ZZ But Mr. D's Opinion is not only held by St. 2 
6 


frian, but by 66. Biſpops in Council, as we may ſce 
in the Ep. to Finkg(64 Ep.) Cyprian and his Collegues 
blame Therapius for receiving Yifor formerly a Preshy- 
ter, to Communion too ſoon, and without the defire and 
= knowledge of the Church. So far Mr. D. thought for 
his purpoſe ; but the Ep. runs thus, We have read your | 
Letter, deareſt Brother, in which you ſignify to us, that The- 
28 rapius had unreaſonably, and much too ſoon receiv'd Victor 
formerly a Presbyter, to Communion, before he had e 
bis full Penance and made Satisfaction to the Lord God whom 
bY he had offended. This thing hatb greatly movd us, that the 
Authority of our Decree ſuou'd be broken, that a Perſon ſbon d 
"i be reconciÞd before the full and legal Time, without the De- 


3 


ſire and Knowledge of the People ; tho no Sickneſs or Neceſ- 
= ſity eitber urged, or forc'd him upon this Adlion; but after 
4 long Conſideration of the Matter, we think it ſufficient to re- 
prove our Collegue Therapius i For lis raſh Act, and admo- 


niſb him to do ſo no more. This notwithſtanding, we have 
not thought proper to take from Victor, what Therapius a 


XZ Priefl of God hath irregularly ſtncanonically] given him, [af- 
ter ſuch manner as he pleas'd, not after that manner 
—Zwhich was agreed upon among us] and therefore we have 
"7 permitted Victor to enjoy or uſe the Communion given him, 
Here you may obſerve Mr. D's Art, not only in impo- 
ing 6 Abrupt Words upon his Reader, which ſeem'd 
for his purpoſe; but alſo in tranſlating Plehis. The 
Church, z It is plain to any honeſt ſenſible Man, that 
Tlerapius was reprov'd for breaking a prudential Decree 
of the Biſhops, not an Eſſential of Chriſtianity (2.) 
that a Synod of Biſhops, not only reprov'd Therapius for 
it without the People, but alſo ratify'd his Act, as 
the valid Act of God's Miniſter in Subſtance, tho” in 
"ZZ Circumſtance irregular ; but if St. Cybrian's Opinion 
with ,bis Collegues had been, what Mr. D. wou'd have it 
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n given their Judgment, that the 1 ſhou'd bear 
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"Fa part, and yet excluded them they had aQed ir- 


regularly chemſelves. Again he cites a broken Sentence 
out of Ep. 43, in which nothing is more {trenuoufly 
contended for than the Authority- of Biſhops, inſomuch 
that they are ſaid to be out of the Church, who re- 
bell againſt them. We ha ve another ſcra p from Ep. 
ns, that the e 0H plead their Cauſe be- 
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the Biſboh and Clergy by Impofition of Hands, that 


[ 20] 
fore them znd the Confeſſors, and the whole People, 
when God pleasd to grant Peace. Here he betrays 
his Ignorance and Partiality together. For in the 
beginning of this Ep. St. Cyprian blames even Presby- 
ters for receiving Offenders to Communion without 
their Biſhop, calls it an unparallel'd Preſumption; Says 
that Offenders receive the Right of Communion frem 


in this their irregular Act they impoſe upon the Bre- 
thren, calls them raſh, forward, and proud, u ho conſider 
not Man (meaning the Biſbop) nor Fear & God ; threa- 
tens them with Cenſure according to the Power given 
him from God ; ſuſpends them from Communion tho? 
abſent ; and referrs the Hearing of their Cauſe, till he 
by God's Permiſſion is reſtor'd to the Church (Deo 


not ſo much as grant the Martyrs any Authority. 


When he return'd (for all Juriſdiction was at a ſtop 


without him or his Authority) then they ſhall plead t heir 1 
Cauſe Lefore me their Judge, offended by their Uſurpations 7 
before the Confeſſors to whom they have done deſpite, and = 


the People they have abus'd, 


Ep. 17. He cites theſe Words of St. Cyprian, That 
when the Lord ſhou'd grant Peace to the Church, and be ſhowd 
return to them, all Things ſhou'd be examin'd in their Pre, * 
ſence, and they being Judges. This is the latter Part of 
the Sentence; the Beginning runs thus: The Bleſſed 3 
Martyrs Fave written to us concerning certain things, de ſiring 1 
their Petitions may be examin d; when I return in Peace, Ill 
do it before you all. He goes on : But I hear, notwithſtand- * 

| at theſe Martyrs have written, that 42 
ſome of the Presbyters uſurping the Biſhop's Authority, have 


receiv'd them to Communion, and themſelves have broken, that 


ing the Goſpel, and 


* 


Rule they ought to have taught you to obſerve, 


Mr. P. tells us in the laſt Place, that his Senti- 


permittente tn ſmum Matris Eccle ſiæ collige ceperimus) He does 3 


ment prevail'd alſo in the Church of Rome; but there 


is nothing more in Cornelius his Ep. to Cyprian than this, 


that when the Biſhops, ec. thought fit to receive the 
Penitents, they told the whole Matter to the People, 


that they who had ſeen their De fection, might alſo be 
made ſenſible of their return, You may obſerve upon 


that the Power of conſtituting Miniſters is in the 
People, has cited ſeveral Paſſages from St. Cyprian, in 
all which be ſpeaks concerning the Laps'd, their Cen- 
ſure, or Reception; and ſays no more than, that they 
5 - were 


* 


* 


. 


were heard and receiv'd in the Preſence af the Pecos? 
ple, with their Kno 7 and conſent, tho' not always 3 
but he no whereſou if! to be fo cenſur'd, or recety'd, 
be no where ſays, that they always were ſo receiv'd ; 
it was indeed a Thing prudent and expedient not to 
7 oblige every one to avoid ſuch a Perſon without a 
very publick Conviction, nor receive ſuch an one with- 
out a general Teſtimony and Approbation. This is not 
X only reaſonable to be ſuppos'd, upon conſidering the 
Nature of the Thing; but alſo was St. Cyprian's Induce- 
ment for acting after this manner. Suppoſing there- 
fore that we might conclude that Miniſter's were not 
to be conſtituted without the People, becauſe Offen- 
ders were not to be reconcil'd without them, Mr. D. 
Z wou'd ftill fail in his Argument; for tho' Offenders 
= were generally reconcil'd with their Approbation and 
=2 Conſent, they were, and might be reconciPd without 
it. The Neceſſity of the Fact therefore; not the Fact 
only ought to have been prov'd. | Cs 
Mot content with this Succeſs in St. Cyprian, from 
2d 7 whoſe Writinge he pretends to have prov'd undenia- 
ply, that tho' the executive Power of the Church was 
in the hands of the Clergy, they cou'd do nothing 

*d without the Conſent and Approbation of the People, 
re: he proceeds to ſhew the ſame from other Antients. 
of Thus Clemens Romanus advis'd the Schiſmatical Presbyters 
Jed at Corinth, who were the Occaſion, if not the Cauſe, of the 
mg Diſturbance in that Church, that they ſhou'd ſubmir to the 
PI 3 Church, and do what was requir'd by them, that this was 
1d- the way to glorify God, which is I think, an undeniable Ai 
bat * gument, that Biſhops in the Primitive Days, had great Re- 
2e [pe to the Conſent of the People, in what they did in the 
hat Government of the Church. But will this amount to a 
Proof, that the People are Eſſential in conſtituting a 
ti- Miniſter? No. This Ep. indeed, and Mr. D. were 
ere never ſo well acquainted with one another, as to have 
11s, any Friendſhip, and he ſcarce knew the general Pur- 
the port of it, It was not the Presbyters, but the People, 
ble, who were Schiſmatical and Seditious. Chment calls up- 
be on them more than once to reverence the Prelates and 
on # honour the Presbyters; he ſays (p. 145, Ed. Cotel.) they 
nt, bad formerly been remarkable for it, (p. 169.) are theſe 
the Words. The high Pri:ft hath his Office, the Prieſts their 
in proper Place, and the Levites their Miniſtry 5 the Laity are 

= obly'd to rhe Precepts given them. This he accommodates 
to Chriſtianity, and exhorts every Man thankfully to keep 
1 | | th 75 
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= 
bis own Station, aud not tranſgreſs the preſcrib'd Rul-, He 
ſuggeſts (p. 145.) and more plainly (p. 173, and 174) 
that reſpeft of Perſons, and giving preference to one Mintſ- 
ter rather than another was the Cauſe of this Diſturbance, 
and affirms Sedition againſt Preſbyters to he a very foul Sin 
and unwortby Chriſtian Converſation, (p. 178.) he com- 
m an ds the People to repent and return to their obedience, 
In ſhort there is only one place in which it is ſuggeſted, 
that any Miniſter was concern'd in this Schiſm, and 
indeed, that it is a very precarious one. But tho” the 
whole 'Tenor of this Piece talks of Obedience and 
| , yet the great and good Man has thus ex- 
preſs'd himſelf: Who therefore is ſtrong among you, who 
25 merciful, who is full of Love? Let him ſay : If on my Ace- 
count Diſturbances, Contentions and Schiſms are occaſion d, Ill 
depart and go whither ye ſhall deſire, and J will do hat- 
ever fhall be commanded by the Multitude, or People. A no- 
ble inſtance of Chriſtian Fortitude and Paſtoral Affec- 
tion; to have a Mind ſuperior to the Station and Dig- 
nity, tho' the Metropolis of the World, and to prefer 
the good of the People before a glorious Tenure of 


which no Man cou'd deprive him! But how from 


this can it be concluded, that the People have any 


Power at all? Had the Son of Zaſeucus a right to his 


| Father's Eye, becauſe the tender Father. and the juſt 


Prince gave it for him? Had the Jews a right to have 
St, Paul devoted, becauſe his Affection for them wou'd 
have ſubmitted to it? Did not Chment ſpeak theſe 
Words (as he himſelf ſays) with an Eye to thoſe Kings 
and Princes who had given themſelves 'up to Death 
for the Deliverance of their Subjects; to thoſe Perſons 


who have taken the Chains upon them to redeem o— 
thers, and have fed the Hungry at the coſt of their 


Liberty ? If we had the ſaine glorious Spirit now (Oh, 


that it wou'd return!) ſome Perſons cou'd not have the 
Senſe to diſcern it; but every At of Heroic Good- 
neſs ſhou'd be a ground of ſacrilegious Uſurpation- 


He produces Yaleſius upon Euſeb. (Lib. 6. c. 44.) but 
if any Man pleaſes to conſult the whole Note, not Mr. 
D's Fragment he will ſee that ail intended, there, was 
the Peoples Petition, not their Authority; and that 
the neceſſity (as is plain from St. Cyprian) was not 
ſuch an one, as proceeded upon the Suppoſition of any 
eſſential Right; but a prudential Conſtitution. Beſides 
this Comment of Valeſius, is ſo far from being in Mr. 
D's Senſe, either the Opinion of Val ſius or his Au- 
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that he was abſolv'd without the 4 26k and the 


„Former affirms, that even the Power of a Presbyter 
without a Delegation from the Biſhop wou'd not do. 
- = Before I leave this Head I will make one obvious 
Note upon the Reconciliation of the Laps'd. I own it 


lick Aſſembly. Now theſe latter Acts were always held 
as valid as the Former, which cou'd not have been, 
if the Peoples conſent had been Eſſential. Beſides the 
X Caſes of Neceſſity were ſuch as ſeem'd to preclude all 


hopes of the Party's actual Communion in public, and 


4 


- conſequently all Scandal, and therefore not to come 


within the Notion of infringing that Diſcipline, which 
f Was only appointed to prevent Scandal. 
n Mr. D. proceeds now to the Power of conſtituting 


= Miniſter's, and ſeems to tell his Reader, that I'm for 
is changing the Terms of the Nueſtion. No. by no means, 
ſt all 1 deſign is, to try whether his Reaſon's for the 
e Peoples Election, Approbation, Conſtitution, or what- 
d ever he'll pleaſe to call it, of Miniſters, as Eſſential, 
ſe are ſo ods as they ſhou'd be, to conclude for him. 
27S His firſt Inſtance of the Exerciſe of the People's Right 
h fis in the Choice of Matthias to fill up the Traytor's 
s Place. I have given good Reaſons to believe, that the 
o- People had no more to do here than as SpeQator 


4 
4 


ir (p. 20 of the Conſiderations) but fince Mr. D. is not 
h, pleas'd with them, I will ſay ſomething more to the 


ae "56h Well then, granting what he wou'd have, the 
d- People did not chooſe Mart bias as an Apoſtle, but they 

XZ chole Matthias and Barnabas as Candidates; for the Apoſt- 
= olate in order that one of them might ſugceed to it. 
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the Power, Election, Conſtituti N "the Lot de- 
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#1710) TOY aTo5oaw!] and the. Apoſtles, as they ha 


did it v. 6, by Impoſition of Hands. This is wonder- 


by Order of the Apoſtles; this Order was not in the 


that the Apoſtles uſurp'd upon the Peoples Right in 


L 24 ] 
undoubted and Eſſential Right to eleA dr- conſtitute 
their own Miniſters, becauſe they ſent certain Perſons 
of their own Appointment to deliver their Charity to 
the afflifted Brethren; it is I fancy out of the Power of 
Reaſon to do any good upon him. Hie alſo mentions 
thoſe who were ſent to lay the Matter in diſpute at Anti- 
och before the Synod at Jeruſalem. The Argument runs 
thus, They that have Power to appoint Meflengers to 
to lay an Affair which gives them uneaſineſs, before 
a Synod, have Power to appoint the Ambaſſadors of 
God, but the People have one; therefore the other. 
This reaſoning is not worthy ſerious Notice. 
To come cloſe to the Point, the People choſe the Deacons, 
I ſuppoſe when we ſpeak of ordinary Officers we 
mean Officers, or Miniſters of the Word. Theſe Dea- 
cons were to ſerve Tables in Contradiſtintion to mi- 
niſtring in the Word of God; they were only choſe 
and preſented to the Apoſtles as ſuch; and yet after 
all, the People only look'd them out (ina as 
the Apoſtles directed v. 3. preſented them v. 6. 18 - 
ro 
pos'd, v. 3. to conſtitute; or appoint them, U 3 


ous cloſe, the Fat has no Relation to what we are 
ſpeaking of, Miniſters of the Word! But ſuppoſe it had, 
there is not one Word apply'd to the People, which 
denotes Authority, what they are ſaid to do, was done 


Way of common Form, as when one Perſon has Au- = 
thority to act, but muſt ſtay till he is bidd; and ano- 
ther Authority to bidd him, but, can't refufe it; for 
this was the firſt time ſuch a thing had happen'd, 08 
and therefore extraordinary; laſtly, the var g, con- 
ſticution appointment (Words always importing Autho- 27 
riry, was the Apofiles only. Whar Mr. D. has 
ſaid upon this Matter the Reader may conſult at lei- 
ſure, and deſpiſe, But Mr. D. wou'd have me prove, 


chooſing (an Authoritative chooſing, an Eſſential one) 
their ordinary Miniſters. No, they did not ; for there 
cou'd be no Uſurpation where there was no Right. 
Prove then ſays he, that they did generally act in con- 
ſtituting their ordinary Officers without the Conſent of 
the People. Mr. D. has forgot that it was his buſi- ** 
neſs to prove they always acted with it; but not to 

/ Rand 


L 251 
Rand upon Niceties with him, if he'll ſhew me any 
one ordinary Officer appointed in Scripture 1 will 
ſhew him that he was appointed without any Ele&- 
ion at all, 1 had almoſt omitted the Conſideration of 
= St. Cyprian upon St. Matthias's Caſe. It was my Opi- 
nion, (and I was ſo happy as to have one of the moſt 
Learned Men in the Chriſtian World with me) that 
St. Peter ſpoke indeed in the preſence of many Diſci- 
ples, but only apply'd himſelf to the Apoſtles. St. Cy- 
brian is of another Mind, (Ep. 67) it is very true; 
but tho' they agree in this, they differ in the main. 
For taking his Senſe altogether, he ſpeaks after this 
Manner. Under the Jewiſh Diſpenſation, it was com- 
XZ manded to ſet the Prieſt before the People, that fo 
his Conſtitution might not be Clandeſtine, but juſt 
and legal, his Character being examin'd and clear'd 
by the Suffrage and Judgment of all. Now Mr. D. 
confeſſes that the Prieſthood was not elective by the People 
under the Law. This Cuſtom ſays St. Cyprian, was prac- 
I tis'd by thoſe under the Goſpel; this ſetting. the Per- 
7 ſons before the People, not that they ſhou'd do any 
Act of Authority, or Eſſential in the Conſtitution of 
= Miniſters; but ſhou'd give Teſtimony, whether the 
re Candidates were good or bad Men, Thus it is indeed 
= agreed between Mr. D. and St. Cyprian, that St. Peter 
1 oke to the People; but what St. Cyprian ſays upon 
the Caſe concludes only for the People's Teſtimony, 
he not their Authority. They have no Rn inherent 
Eſſential Right to chooſe, much leſs to conſtitute; and 
b at. oO chople (which never 
dy 


E E tho? 1t was admitted, th: | 

can be prov'd from Ser ſuch a Right, that 
Choice was, fo ftand or fall at the Pleaſure of the Apo- 
Files, was no more than a mere Teſtimony of a Per- 
ſon's Worth, and if not well grounded, might have 
been rejected. Mr. D. muſt excuſe me, if | give no 
ei- Mother Anſwer to Beza and Aretivs than this, that he 
ve, | Fought not to have objected to me the Citing Beza from 
in another, becauſe I told him I had done it, and that 
their Authorities weigh very little with me 1n this 
Caſe. If they are of an Opinion contrary to Scrip- 
ture and Antiquity, let them take them that pleaſe. 1 
much queſtion however, whether they are of Mr. D's 
Mind. that the People conſtituted, not only chogſe 
their Minifters, and that the Choice made by them 
Was good and valid, without any after Act of the 
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does not fignify Election, by ſtretching out the Hand 


{26 ] 


The. next Inſtance is „that of Acts 14, v. 23. And 
when they (Paul and Batnabas) had ordain d them Elders 
in every Church, and had pray'd with Faſting, they commended 
them to the Lord, on whom they believ'd. The Word 
Xteglorio is what we have Tranſlated Ordain'd ; but 
the true - Proteſtant Tranſlation, it ſeems, is Ordain'd by E- 
lefion. Now this Election muſt be by the People, and of 
ppl wh here was 4 Popular Election, ſuch a Conflitution of 
Mint wa: 

it; for what further Power cou, drop from the Fingers of 
the Apoſtles upon the Noddles of the ordain'd, or what Oc- 
caſion for ſomething that ſighifies nothing? I anſwer'd his 
Argument here by ſaying (1.) That the Word Xagglonw 
does not fignify Election only, which he allows 3 that it 


only, bu alſo ſimple Conſtitution, which he alſo allows. If 
hen the Force of this Argument depends upon the 
roteſtant Tran ſlation, Ordaining by Election, he ought 
to have pro v'd that, tho? it is taken in many Senſes, 


ers as was good without Impoſition of Hands or with 


the Proteſtaut Senſe is the only one to be underſtood Wl 


here.” He attempts this and Queſtions whether Paul 


and Barnabas cou d proper'y Xagglorav, being only two. 
Againſt this I ſhew'd him, that the Word had been. 


apply'd to one only, nay to a Creature without Hands. 11 
To this his reply is noth ing but Scurrility, Mr. D. has 
in Print and otherwiſe, been ſo deſirous to depreciate 


me, that I have never expected any civility from him. 


thoſe Citations to Mr. Pool, or my own Reading; but 


what they are alledg'd to prove. I 2 <4 .no 
eſteem'd a Man of vaſt Reading, and ugh 


ik any of Mr. D's Friends pleaſe, Til produce the p. 
ris Edition of Philo, the Oxford Edition of Maximus Ty- 
rius, and the Hagenau Edition of Lucian, all confirmingũ 
o be 
quainted with uncommon Authors, nor indeed in tgñe 


Matter before us, is there any Occaſion. ' I thank God 2 
I know my Bible as well as ſome Proteſtants, and have 


read there, that God (Ad, 10, v. 40 and 41.) 
rais'd up his Son the Third Day, and ſbew'd him openly, 
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not to all the People, but, to Witneſſes choſen before, Wl 
by Election if Mr, 3. pleaſes (Seνẽð N Doαẽ ? of God, RB 
exc. To ufe no more Words, Mr. D. ſhall have any 
thing he defires here, eg)»: ſhall be taken in irs 
move proper and common Uſe, as he elegantly ſpeaks, or , 
in its Figurative and Catecheſtical one. Let Schrevelius Wl 


oe Scapula, or Symſen, or Leigh, or Ravanel, or Ameſius, i 


(271 
or Aretius the great | Divine and Critick,'or Calvin, or Bul- 
linger, or Eraſmus, or Arins Montanus, or Stephens, or Paſor, or 
W the Rights of the Chriſtian * Church, or Drodate, or the 
= Swi, French, Italian, and Belgiec "Tranſlators, or Mr. Da- 
viſon, or any other Perſon render it. Let it be uſed 
in the Proteſtant Snſe, or the Popiſh, it ſhall be all one 
to me. It ſtands in Company with other Words, and 
denotes an Action. I ſuppoſe then the beſt way of knowing 
who were concern'd in this Action, who perform'd it 
tbe it Ordination, Election, Conſtitution, or what it will) 
is to look into the Words, and obſerve the Syntax. 
Y When they' [Paul and Barnabas] had preach'd' the Goſpel to 
= that City, and had t aught many, they returned "again to 
2 Lyſtra, Iconium, and Antioch confirming the Souls of the 
7 Apoſtles, and exhorting them to continue in the Faith, and 
he that we muſt through much Tribulation enter into "the King- 
ht Aon of God; and when they had or dain d them Elders in 


"<a 


every Church and had pray'd with Faſting, they commended 


= them to the Lord in whom they belie vd. Let the Senfe 
Jof x#egoriw: be what it will then, St. Paul and Barna- 
bas are the Ke s, to them only it is applicable. 
The Grammar of the Text makes all the Citations, 
ds. from Lexicographers and Critics mere Impertinence. 
Perhaps Mr. D. has got a Proteſtant Grammar of his 
down againſt us. One Favour 1 defire, that, fince it is 
f affirm'd xyapglorroarkes figniſies in this Place, ordaining 
by the Eleckion of the People, I may have one In- 
ſtance from any Author, in which it appears that X= 
esſons means the Choofing, Ordaining, or conſtituting 
T'y- ot one by the Hands of anather. I ſhall purſue this 
Matter no further, fince it would lead me to defend 
what Mr. D. calls à School- Boys Deelamation, which is too 
= Empty and Lain for Polemics, his ſingular Province, 
As for his laſt Inſtance (Acts 13. I.) my Anſwet was, 
that the only Perſons there ſpoken of, were Teachers 
and Prophets. To them the Holy Ghoſt faid, ſeparate 
or ſet a Part, conſecrate me Barnabas and Paul, ec. 
ly, The Election, if we muſt have one, was made by the 
Holy Ghoſt. No; Mr. D. ſaye, that the Part which ihe 
Wy Holy ' Ghoſt had, was a Nomination, and wonders I tant 
Aiſtinguiſb between Nomination and Election. Not to differ 
with Mr. D. about {mall Matters; Dll ſay as he would 
have me. | The Nomination was by the Holy Ghoſt, 

the Impoſition of Hands and ſending. them away was 
by the Prophets and Teachers and the Election is no 
here mention'd, But to) be ſare, tho"the Holy Ghoſt: 
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= neminate the People muſt. chooſe, and à Proteſtant 
2 Tranſlator wou'd as. ſoon find the Electors out, as he 
did in the Caſe before. He advertiſes the Reader, that 
the Miſtake of Nominution for Election, runs through my 
Con ſidenations; whereas, nothing can be plajner,. than, that I 
diſtinguiſh them, grant 08 Election, but queſtion the Ne- 
ceſſity or Eſſentiality of it. He ſays, this Caſe is like one 
in our Conſtitut ion. The Holy Ghoſt nommates, the People EleRt, 
and the Prophets, ordain, the King nominates, the Dean and 
Chapter led, and the, Biſaops conſecrate. I wiſh the Ca- 
ſes. were entirely Parallel; but as it is, the greateſt Op- 
oſer of the Popular Scheme, will agree to end - 
Matter with him upon this Paxallel. If the People 
claim no more, nor upon. any, Foundation, than the 
Dean and Chapter of a Vacant, See enjoy, it is not 
worth an Argument, it is rather nominal than real, 
and becauſe of humane Appointment only, not eſſen - 
tial. The Reader, I hope, will obſerve. how eaſy I am 
with Mr. D. when 1 admit this Text as any Inſtance 
SHAK bas nil 2 „„ nnd or ado niet yn Ib 
Mr. D. proceeds now to defend that little Primo- 
Yrimitive) Antiquity we had from him. He confeſſes bis 
Error in the Citation of the Centuriators, tells us the Edi- 
tion he. ufd, and agrees to ſtand by the Wards, as they are 
zruly cited by me, very Fair and Candid. But, that the 
Words ux>e95 xangger ſhew, that it was uſual. for the 
Churches to chooſe Miniſters by Lot, I ſaid &' was 
groundleſs. The Conjefure was taken from the genuine. 
Senſe, common. uſe and Signification of thoſe Words, may be 
ſo. But ſuch Arguments are very weak for the moſt 
Part, becauſe, after you know the ſtrict Senſe of the 
Word, you muſt enquire whether your: Author us'd it 
in that Senſe or in another. In the. Caſe before us, it 
will appear that he, did not; for very few, if an 
Elections, of Miniſters are by Euſebius repor ted mes: 
by Lott, and the generality are expreſly ſaid to be 
made another way. What Mr. D. extended to two 
Centures and an Half, he will find it difficult to prove 
ever practis'd, except once. This he ſays, was the 
People 755% 0 Meniſters not the chooſing. by Lott. Let Mr. 
D. Anſwer himſelf, p. 44. of the correct Editition of 
his Sermon, he writes thus: But yet we find that this 
Antient and laudable Cuſtom cant inued in the Churches till 
about the midale of the third Century; for till then, the Mag- 
deburg Centuriators ſay, it was #ſual to chooſe thein Miniſters 
by Len. I aſſirm'd, that @ Choice by Late, was 0 
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Providential Appointment was 2 humane Proviſion. 
To this Mr. D. ſays, that a choice by Lott, 13 an Evie 
dence that the People choſe. An Election and an Evi. 
dence! of it are two Things unleſs Mr. D. admits of 
proving idem per idem. Befides, a Choice by Lot is not 
an Evidence that the People choſe; for Lots may as 
well prevent any Voting at all, as determine, when 


there is a Parity of Voices. How Contradictory and 


Weak is this whole Sentence! He laughe at my call- 
ing a Deſignation by Lot, a Divine Appointment, and yet 
himſelf: calls it the Divine Arbitrament and Providential. 


decided by them, which cou'd not by Votes. He might 
have found a great many other Ends with a little 


equal, and ſo they went to the Lor. This is a Popiſh 
B I'm afraid; here is ſomething ſaid to be 
in the Text which no Body can find there. True 
Proteſtants ſhou'd take care of theſe Slips, other Perſon's 
may plead Cuſtom for it. But I purſue this Matter no 


= Queſtion, and ſhall willingly leave Mr. D. in Poſſeſ- 
ſion of every thing elſe in his Book 
He complains of my Reflection upoui the Paucity of 
Authors cited by him, and thinks I ſhowd not have ex- 
 jeBed more in the Compaſs of a Sermon. Not more than 
two, out of the ſame Book, in a Sermon of 96 p. 
printed frugally, preach'd before an Audience, that 
might expect ſomething beſides Harrangue and Appli- 
cation, even before an Aſſembly of DIV TN E s, and in- 
| tended to be publiſud, as the Sum of what had paſs'd 
between him and me in Writing upon this Queſtion; 
The Margin might have referr'd to 2 without 
Number, and at the Pains of half a P | 
might have made an Handſome Appearance in Cita- 
tions. But pray, i was no Fault in Mr. D. to cite 
ſo little in 96'p: was it any in me in 48 p. only, to 
examine what he had alledged? Was not I upon the 


r 


* 2 


8 8 "F< 


engage with fuch a Champion publickly, did not Cau- 
tion: and reſerve become me? When I was ſcanda- 
louſiy reported to have had Aſſiſtence, and that _ 
50 | 2 Han 


more 5 Conſtitution of the People, than 2 Divine or 


He ſays, the End of caſting Lots is, that, that ſhou'd be 


Thought; but not to be tedious, I refer the Reader 
to Mr. Gataker upon this Subject. He tells us, that 
this was the Caſe of Matthias and Barſabas, the Votes were 


further; Pre done with it, as far as it concerns the 


age more, he 


Defenſive; and if ſo, was it not ſufficient for me to 
ward off his heavy Blows? When I was call'd out to 
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a Hand wicked enough to impoſe upon my Ignorance, 
what an imprudent thing wou'd it have been to throw 
away Wü LadfriNg, upon my Adverſary, when I was 
forc'd to borraw the little I had, on ſuch hard Terms 


as the Loſs of my Reputation ? But I forbear, Mr. Des 


ample Collection in his Reply, has made full Amends 
for the Defects of his Sermon. Before I enter upon 
this Task, I defire my Reader to obſerve the Queſt- 
ion between us. Tho' Mr. B. afjerts Eleftion, I don't 
deny it: But as be ſays it was. Neceſſary and Efſential, 1 


ſay it was not. That it was admitted and made uſe of for 


prudent Purpoſes; but when omitted, did not invallidats the 
Orders. that it was an Eccleſiaſtical » Cuſtom not 4 + Divine 


Law is what I affirm. So far then, as he proves not on- 
ly the Fact, but the neceſſity of it, ſo far he proves 


for himſelf; but fo far as he only eſtabliſhes the bare 
Fact, he proves nothing but what J-own.: Pontius then 
ſays, St. Cyprian was choſen to the Office of Biſhop by the 
Judgment of Cod and Favour of the People; therefore 
the Election of the People was neceſſary and Aut horitarrve. 
What a Conſequence is this! I ſhould rather imagine 
from the Words, that the People's Favour fignify'd no- 
thing as to his Conſtitution, when he »Qually was 
choſen by the Judgment of God: What Eſſential cou'd 
be wanting after this, or with it? Why muſt this Favour 


be Authoritative * The Paſſage indeed can no fur- 


ther be preſs'd into Mr. D's Service, than to ſhew, 
that the People greatly defir'd St. Cyprian for” their Bi- 
Mop, (as Pontius ſays in another Place) and were migh- 
tily pleas'd, when they were 'gratify'd in it: As little 
will the Citation from St. Cyprian. borrow'd from the 
Learned Da pin do for him. For the Words Mr. D. 
inſiſts upon don't come up to the Point. He is not 
there giving all the Circumſtances and Conditions of a 
Valid Ordination {for then he wou'd have mention'd 
Prayer and Impoſition of Hands) but he is acquainting 
Cornelius what publick Teſtimonies he had of his Epiſ- 
copate ſo as to make it indiſputably clear to all Ingenious 
Minds. I was ' choſen by the Voice of all, as the Succeſſor 
af a deceas'd Biſhop, n Communion with all my Collegues, i ap- 
provid in my Epiſcopate four Years by my People (Mr. D. if 
he had ever ſeen this Epiſtle, wou'd have had no Oc- 
caſion for that extaaordinary Chronological Remark. he 


takes from Du Pin) perſecuted under the Name of 1a Biſhop 


2 


&c. If in the preſent Times à Clergy-Man ſhould thus 
defend himſelf from the Suſpicion of not being really 
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one: II was publiſh'd as having. Intention for Or- 
ders, e:-amin'd, . approv'd by all, and have now Letters 
to teſtify ; that I. receiv'd them: Nay theſe Letters ha ve 
alſo Wee dene ed, Thoſe of the ſame Or- 
der eſteem'd me ſuch, and the Perſons who hated the 
Order perſecuted my Perſon for it] wou'd any Man 
therefore conclude, that ſuch. a Perſon, was elected by 
the People, and, that their Approbation, was held Ne- 
Wd ceflary and Effential hui 
As for the Hyiſt to , Im ſure there ate no ſuch 
Words in it, as Mr. H. pretends. to eite from it, and 
if Da Pin has affirm'd the ſame Thing, with great Sub- 
miſſion he is miſtaken,.. St. Cyprian ſays [that the People 
united to their Biſhop. are a Church, that God had vouchſaf'd 
to commit the People to him, that he is made their Lord, Judge 
and Maſter, that the Biſbops ſucceeded the Apoſtles; he plainly 
= defends himſelf againſt. the Charges of Pride, Severity, &c. 
aud takes upon him the Powers of ' Cenſure and Reconciliation 
vit hout any Limitation, &c.] but he ſays nothing, that 
% / 4... WT 
=  Enſchius is cited and chaſtis'd in the next Place; 
what I ſaid from him concerning Fabian, I muſt ſtill 
maintain; I deſire any Perſon to. confider the Caſe, 
and alſo the Title of the Chap. Cited (Lib. 6. c. xxix) 
which is Euſebius's and runs thus [concerning Fabian, 
= how be was wonderfully conflituted Biſhop of Rome, 
2 by. God] I will here make Mr. D. as many Conceſſions 
Jas can in Reaſon be deſir'd; it ſhall be ſaid the Peo- 
ple choſe him by a miraculous Direction: How did they 
expreſs themſelves? They ſhouted out (which Valeſius 
= lays. was the Cuſtomary Form at Elections) that (he was 
2 worthy; Of what? Of the Biſhoprick; and does every 
one immediately become Maſter of what he deſerves ? 
ils a good Character a Biſboprick inſtantly ? Are Perſons 
in Authority in the very Exerciſe of their Authority, 
2 us'd to give their Opinion inſtead of their Judgment, 
to appeal to others for what they can do themſelves, 
to defire, to repreſent, or even to remonſtrate what they 
themſelves can Act? After Fabian's Death, they [the Peo- 
or ple] choſe Cornelius. Cornelius Biſhop, of Antioch, ſucceeded 
Hero many Years, before Fabian; but we muſt look 
over a Heap, of Miſtakes, here he means Cornelius Bi- 
7 ſhop. of Rome; I had ſaid, the Hiſtorian ſays nothing 
5 of his Election, true; but, ſays Mr. D. & Cyprian does; 
Now what is it, that St Cyprian ſays of Cornelius? That 
s BY Clergy. and Laity, Old and Orthodox Man prend 
; eing 


U 


Ws ͤ , 
being made Biſhop, he no where ſaye, chat he was 
promoted to it by the Authority of the N read 
this whole Paragraph p. 103, and 104, of the Oxford 
Edition: See Dodwe /s ſeventh Cyprianic Diſſertat. exc. 
I acknowledge Mr. D. in the Right, when be blame: 


| me for ſaying, that he has only froducd one Father's Opi- 


nion ; he has indeed FS more, tho* to no Pur- 
poſe ; but then, in telling me my Conicience muſt re- 
bake me for ſaying, he has not cited one decree of 
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of any Council, be is miſtaken; for the Epiſtle of St. 
Cyprian and his Collegues 1s as different from a Decree, 
as, Advice or Exhortation is from Authority. Mr. D. 
does not think fit to proceed in Defence of his De- 
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cree, I mean this Synodical Epiſtle; but propoſes to re- 
commend to me ſome other Melimonies from Coun- 
cils ſhewing, that the People did not only in Fact chooſe 
their Miniſters, but alſo had a Right to do it, The 
firſt is the Synodical Epiſtle of the Nicene, Council, 
as we have it in Socrates (Lib. 1. c. ix.) The Part, which 1 
Mr. D. makes uſe of, is, that where they deprive Meli. 
tius and his Followers of all Authority, and preſcribe 
to them the Terms of Reſtoration, without any Autho- 
rity from the People. The Words Mr. D. infifts upon 
| are theſe, that thoſe who were Penitent, and admitted as 
Wl ſuch, might in Caſe of Vacancy ſucceed, if they were thought 
A f | worthy and the People chogſe them, but not this neither, 
. without the Con fir mat ton of the Biſhop of Alexandria: What 
18 Authority is here in the People]! What they have here 
M1 is given them by the Synod, and, that can only be 
we, . Ecclefiaſtical, Humane, Subordinate and Defeafible, not 
183 Neceſſary and Divine. We pardon Mr. D's ſecond Mift- 
48 ake of a Synodical Epiſtle, for a Cognciliar Decree. 
bi The next Citation is, from what the Council of An- 
. tioch wrote to the Emperor Conſtantine, they inform'd bim, 
| that Euſebius was choſen by the Antjocheans, aud requeſted 
of the Emperor, that he might go thither z Conftantine re- 
fuſes to grant their requeſt 65 had, no doubt, a wonder- 
ful Opinion of the Peoples Authority) and adviſes them to 
look out ſuch an one as they wanted, without Noiſe 
and Tumult; he adviſes the Clergy to propoſe ſonie 
Perſons to the People, ſuch as they thought worthy, 
and to ſteer the Affair fo, as to prevent a Tranſlation, 
which was uncanonical. Here, then it is faid, that the 
1 Emperor rejected their Election, and no more is im- 
* ply'd or expreſs' d, than, that the People were call'd 
% ] to give Teſtimony and Elec, tho' at the fame 1 ae 2 
10 | 85 = tne? 
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they were oblig'd by Canons made by the Clergy 
to ele& according to ſuch Qualifications. 7aleſius does 
not ſay, that here we have the true Form of Antient 
Elections; and if Mr. D. wou'd have read this Note more 
carefully he wou'd have found, that the Propofing the g- 
qi S the Names of Perſons to the People, was only. 
that Teſtimony might be given whether they were 
worthy or not, for the Election was made ee by 
the Clergy. Upon this Authority, we muſt obſerve (1.) 
This Epiſtle of Conſtantine, is neither Conciliar nor De- 
cretory 3 and (2.) That it annulls an Election of the 
People, which cou'd not be, if, as Mr. D. ſays, it 
was Eſſential, Neceflary, the very Conſtitution of a Mi- 
niſtor, and therefore not to be Defeated or Rul'd by 
any Ecclefiaſtical Canon. 
= Mr. D. brings two Canons from Du Pin made in 
another Council at Antioch, both of them ſuperſeding 
the Authority of the People. If any Biſoop (Canon 16.) 
ho has no Biſhoprick, invade a Vacant Church without the 
Aut bority f a Synod, he ſhall be driven from it, tho* the 
People of the Church, whereof he is Biſhop, ſhall chooſe him. 
Here in the firſt Place you may obſerve, that the Au- 
= thority of the Synod, is rene to the People's Choice; 
and then, that the Choice of the People in this Ca- 
non is not the Office of a Biſhop, but to the Place 
Jof exerciſing it; and Laſtly, that it acknowledges Bi- 
ſhops without Sees, and therefore not elected by their 
Flock. If a Biſbop (Can. 18.) ordain d for a Biſhoprick, 
Wy refuſe to accept it, he is to be Excommunicated ; but, if it 
le not his Fault, that hz does not go to this Church; but 


lia. becauſe the People of it will not receive him, he ſhall retain 

the Honour and Place of a Biſhop, provided he do not in 
Ans any wiſe trouble the Church - wherein he ſhall continue [ by 
him, exerciſing his Epiſcopal Function there, without the 


= Permiſſion of the proper Biſhop] He is a Biſhop, then 
who is ordain'd ſuch, tho' the People for whom he is 
= ordain'd don't receive him; and the Matter in Diſ— 
pute (which Mr. D. conceals, or perhaps never knew, 


= for Du Pin omits jt) is to be determin'd adds the Ca- 
Corrie non, Tuot by the People] but by a Provincial Synod g He 
rthy, goes on, but what he means, except to make Proof for 
tion, me, can't imagine. The ſame Author, Da Pin (Cent. 
the v. p. 216.) tells us, that a Council held at Rome by 
im- Imocent the Il. in Canon the Tenth, forbids thoſe to be 
calbd ordain'd Biſhops, who have exercis'd ſecular Functions, t ho- 


ilch were choſen by the People. This Canon allo tells us 
| ; E | ſomething 


a — 
6ꝶ＋ꝶ6t . 2 — ts Kd 


_ —_ 


A — ﬀ 
— — — — 
. — — — — — — - - — — — 
— — wũU———UUDUU— ——— — 8 
—_— — — — — 


— — 


—— — 
nn — 
— — 


—— — 
— — — . 
——_—  —— 
—— — — 
— AED FE 
pon oe 


r 335 


* — — „ 
3 r 
- : 
* — hoe 
N 


. 
* 


rr 


* — — .* - — 
— Z— 2 ˙＋ð ͤ——— —˖—tʒq — ta 

- N 
1 


—— yay 4 — —— — — 
— A. - 


2 K ON LOI OOO. Ws —— — 
. — 


to his People, that they requeſt another Biſhop, - 
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ſomething more in the Words immediately following, 
(becauſe their [the People's] Approbation is of ug Force, except 
whep they chooſe one worthy 7 that Office, This is Con- 


ſcience! He alſo tells us of another Council at Mile- 
vis, which ordain'd (Cent. v. p. 217.) that a Letter 


ſhou'd be ſent to Maximinianus Biſhop of Vaga, and to 


his People. In that to his People they Decree, that they ſbou'd 
depoſe him and oblige him, to withdraw, and, that they ſhou'd 
chooſe another, but Du Pin's Words are: The Council or- 
dain d, that a Letter ſbon d be ſent both to him and his 
People, to oblige him to withdraw, and, t hat the People ſhowd 
chooſe another. Either Du Pin or his Tranſlators, are not 


To clear as they might be; For the Canon, which is 


the 88 in the African Code, runs thus: That Letters 
be written to Maximinian to recede from his ee and 
t is the 


91. Canon in ee, Be veridge's Collect. Vol. 1. p. 624. 
and the Word tranſlated chooſe is z Here is 
another Specimen of Honeſty and Exactneſs; but indeed 
Mr. D. may well be excus'd, when the Learned Du 
Pin and his excellent Tranſlators have err'd. 


I will add, ſays he, the Determination of a greater Coun- 


eil than all theſe, which I find in a Book aamir'd by Mr: 
H. and cited by him, aud which muſt be of great Autho- 
rity with him, I mean the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. I ne- 


ver cited the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions nor admir'd 


them at all, that this Man cou'd know; but he con- 


founds the Canons with the Conſtitutions, and has ſo 
little Knowledge of theſe Matters, that he can't diſt- 
inguiſh between a glorious Body of Eccleſiaſtical Laws 
and a ſpurious interpolated Book; But what does 
he cite from it? A Paſſage in which we are told, that the 
People muſt be examin'd over and over to the good Char- 


after of the Perſon to be ordain'd, and ask'd upon the Pro- 
. g 3 . 's 5 . » - 
poſing him, whether they wou'd have him conſtituted their Mi- 
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niſter. The Election is not Authoritative, nor does it 


app ar to be by the People but by the Biſhops, cc. 


for if you read «> for iy and render the Words 
choſen out of the whole People, the Sence will be better. After 


he is nam'd, and pleaſes; Whom? the whole People? If he 


was choſen by them, ſure they can't want to know his 


Name, nor wou'd they chooſe one that did not pleaſe 
them. On this Suppofition then, our Author lays the 


Streſs upon a Miftake, nor is. the Caſe any better, if 


we read the Words as they are in the Editions [he muff 
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niſter if he pleaſes the Clergy ; There are other Parts 


of theſe Conſtitutions (to name one Lib. 7. c. xlvi.) 


which are inconſiſtent with Mr. D's Scheme, and ſup- 


poſing his Notion of Miſſion Divine and Eſſential, re- 


fAe& highly upon the Apoſtles; for in the Place men- 


tion'd they tell us, who they particularly conſtituted 


and ſent, without any regard to the People. Here Mr. 
D. concludes his Councils, all of them being either 
directly againſt him or not for him. There is no Oc- 


caſion for a very Critical Knowledge of the Councils to 


prove, that ſometimes the People were permitted to 


ele&, ſometimes forbid, and had no Eſſential Right of 
their own. There are very many Canons which ex- 


reſs and imply this; but not to be tedious to my 
Reader, I will give him one, Canon the 29. of that 
moſt early Code commonly calld Apoſtolical, in ſome 
Ed. particularly Biſhop Beveridge, 36. If a Biſhop does 
not accept the Cure affign'd him, and the Reaſon of it is the 
Perverſneſs rf his People, let him remain the Biſhop, and let 
the Clergy of the City be ſuſpended from Communion, becauſe 
they ba ve not diſciplin'd ſuch a refactory People. This Ca- 
non ſuppoſes it in the Breaſt of the Biſhops, and not 
of the People to ſupply a Vacant See, by electing 2 
new Biſhop, He proceeds now to confirm the Autho- 


= rity of the moſt ſolemn Ecclefiaſtical Decrees by the 


ſingle Suffrages of Antient and Modern Authors. 
Firſt then we have Clemens Romanus (p. 171, and 172.) 


who ſays, that Minifters were conſtituted by the Conſent of 


the whole Church, (the Favour and good Opinion 1s a 
better Tranſlation) Eren here the zardsaos is attribu- 
ted to the Apoſtles and other eminent Perſons, and no 
Authority ofthe People mention'd, beſides, as tho' St. 
Clement had intended to prevent any Concluſion from 


theſe Words for the People's Power, he has ſaid, (p.170.) 


Whom? the Clergy ? Is this then, all the People's Au 
thority? The Perſon choſen by them ſhall be a Mi- 


— 


that the Apoſtles ordain d the firſi Fruits of their Con verſion, 


Fiſhops and Deacons of thoſe who ſhou'd believe; Where cou'd 
the Election of the People be then? The Paſſage out 
of Ignatius is ſtrangely us'd, and at laſt of no Service. 
Take it entire (p- 33. Vol. 29 ſrece 177, me, according 
to your Prayer and your Bowels in Criſt Jeſus, that the Church 


of Antioch in Syria is in Peace [free from Perſecution} 


it becomes you as a Church of God, to chogſe a Miniſler, to 
go thitber upon a Divine Embaſſy to congratulate them pub- 
liekly, and glorify. the Name [of God] Bleſſed is he in Chriſt 
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ſomething more in the Words immediately following, 
(becauſe their [the People's] Approbation is of ug Force, except 
whep they chooſe one worthy 7 that Office, This is Con- 
ſcience! He alſo tells us of another Council at Mile- 
vis, which ordain'd (Cent. v. p. 217.) that a Letter 
bond be ſent to Maximinianus Biſhop of Vaga, and to 
his People. In that to his People they Decree, that they ſhou'd 
depoſe him and oblige him to withdraw, and, that they ſbou'd 
chooſe another, but Da Pin's Words are: The Council or- 
dain'd, that a Letter ſhou'd be ſent both to him and his 
People, to oblige him to withdraw, and, t hat the People ſhowd 
chooſe another. Either Du Pin or his Tranſlators, are not 
ſo clear as they might be; For the Canon, which is 
the 88 in the African Code, runs thus: That Letters 
be written to Maximinian to recede from his Biſhoprick, and 
to his People, that they requeſt another Biſhop, le 1s the 
91. Canon mn e, Be veridge's Collect. Vol. 1. p. 624. 
and the Word tranſlated chooſe is 27ity}1owow. Here is 
another Specimen of Honeſtly and Exactneſs; but indeed 
Mr. D. may well be excus'd, when the Learned Du 
Pin and his excellent Tranſlators have err'd. 

I will add, ſays he, the Determination of à greater Coun- 
eil than all theſe, which J find in a Book aamir'd by Mr: 
H. and cited by him, and which muſt be of great Autho- 
rity with him, I mean the Apoſtolical Conſlitutions, I ne- 
ver cited the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions nor admir'd 
them at all, that this Man cou'd know; but he con- 
founds the Canons with the Conſtitutions, and has ſo * 
little Knowledge of theſe Matters, that he can't dift- 
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inguiſh between a glorious Body of Ecclefiaſtical Laws 
and a | ſpurious interpolated Book; But what docs 
he cite from it? A Paſſage in which we are told, that the 
People muſt be examin'd over and over to the good Char- 
after of the Perſon to be ordain'd, and ask'd upon the Pro- 
poſing him, whether they wou'd have him conſtituted their M- 


nifler, The Election is not Authoritative, nor does it 


apprar to be by the People but by the Biſhops, . 


for if you read an for iy and render the Words 
choſen out of the whole People, the Sence wall be better. After 
he is nam'd, and pleaſes, Whom? the whole People? If he 
was choſen by them, ſure they can't want to know his 
Name, nor wou'd they choofe one that did not pleaſe 
them. On this Suppofition then, our Author lays the 


Streſs upon a Miſtake, nor is. the Caſe any better, if 


we read the Words as they are in the Editions [he muff 2 
le choſen by the whole People, then being nam'd and pleaſing ; 
; Whom ? i 
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.Whom? the Clergy ? Is this then, all the People's Au” 
. thority ? The Perſon choſen by them ſhall be a Mi- 


niſter if he pleaſes the Clergy ; There are other Parts 


of theſe Conſtitutions (to name one Lib, 7. c. xlvi.) 


which are inconſiſtent with Mr. D's Scheme, and ſup- 


poſing his Notion of Miſſion Divine and Eſſential, re- 


flect highly upon the Apoſtles; for in the Place men- 


tion'd they tell us, who they particularly conſtituted 


and ſent, without any regard to the People. Here Mr. 
D. concludes his Councils, all of them being either 
directly againſt him or not for him. There is no Oc- 


caſion for a very Critical Knowledge of the Councils to 


prove, that ſometimes the People were permitted to 
elet, ſometimes forbid, and had no Eſſential Right of 
their own. There are very many Canons which ex- 
reſs and imply this; but not to be tedious to my 
Bader I will give him one, Canon the 29. of that 
moſt early Code commonly call'd Apoſtolical, in ſome 
Ed. particularly Biſhop Beveridge, 36. If a Biſhop does 
not accept the Cure affign'd him, and the Reaſon of it is the 


1 Perverſneſs rf his People, let him remain the Biſhop, and let 


the Clergy of the City be ſuſpended from Communion, becauſe 
they hs — 4 Ci fe a 55 People. This a 
non ſuppoſes it in the Breaſt of the Biſhops, and not 
of the People to ſupply a Vacant See, by electing a 
new Biſhop, He proceeds now to confirm the Authoe 
rity of the moſt ſolemn Eccleſiaſtical Decrees by the 


XZ fingle Suffrages of Antient and Modern Authors. 


Firſt then we have Clemens Romanus (p. 171, and 12.) 
who ſays, that Miniſters were conſtituted by the Conſent of 
the whole Church, (the Favour and good Opinion is a 
better Tranſlation) Eren here the xard5aos is attribu- 
ted to the Apoſtles and other eminent Perſons, and no 
Authority ee People mention'd, beſides, as tho' St. 
Clement had intended to prevent any Concluſion from 
theſe Words for the People's Power, he has ſaid, (p. 170.) 
t hat t he Apoſtles ordain'd the firſi Fruits of their Converſion, 
Fiſhops and Deacons of thoſe who ſhou'd believe; Where cou'd 
the Election of the People be then? The Paflage out 
of Ignatius is ſtrangely us'd, and at laſt, of no Service. 
Take it entire (p. 33. Vol. 2.) „ce ir Fold me, according 
to your Prayer and your Bowels in Ctriſt Jeſus, that the Church 
of Antioch in Syria is in Peace [free from Perſecution} 
it becomes you as a Church of God, to chogſe a Miniſler, to 
to congratulate them pub- 
lick, and glorify. the "x [of God] Bleſſed is he in Chriſt 
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tition, Importunity and Teſtimonial. 


TT _ 
Jeſus, who ſpall he thought worthy ſuch a Miniſtry; and you 
alſo ſpall be glorifyd. Now if you will, you may do it, for 
the Name of God, as well as the Neighbouring Churches, which 
have ſent ſome of them Biſhops, ſome Priefls and Deacons. I 
have: Tranſlated the Words [:@e9Jor-0% Aitxoror, to chooſe 
2 Miniſter] for a Reaſon, every one may ſee, In the 
laſt Words of this Place, he adviſes the Philadelphians to do 
as the other Churches had done, to chooſe a Miniſter, 
or Ambaſſador, not a Dercon, for the other Churches 
had choſe ſome of them Biſhops, and ſome of them 
Prieſts and Deacons for this Miniſtry ; (1.) it is plain 
this was not an ordinary Miniſter; for he ſays, if ye 
be willing, you may chooſe ſuch an one; but they 
muſt chooſe ordinary Miniſters; (2.) this was not Ad- 
vice to conſtitute Miniſters, but to appoint thoſe | 
to ſerve in a certain Affair, who were conſtituted. Do 
as the other Churches have done; now they have ſenr il 
ſome Biſhops, others Prieſts, &c. —— 

Gregory Nazianzen ſays of Athanaſius, that he was 
romoted to the Throne of St. Mark after, a Spiritual and 
Apoſtolical Manner, not by the Force and Violence of a con. 
gending Party, but by the Unanimous Voice of all If Mr. 
D. wou'd have been accurate in this Matter, he might 
have conſulted the Synodical Letter of the ' Biſhops of ⁶ 
Egypt, Thebais, Lybia, and —_— (Tom, 1. p. 1: Op. Y 
Athanas, p. 128, and 129.) rather than a Panegyrick; 
But there alaſs, he wou'd have found nothing but Pe- 


3 


What Mr. D. tells us, that theſe People were con- 
ſulted in Elections, from the Centuriators and Du Pin. we 
allow, and leave him to make the moſt of it. Not 
content with theſe Illuſtrious Antients and Moderns, he 
proceeds to * us a Choice Collection made to his 
Hand out of the Rights of the Chriſtian Church, z 8 
This, is robbing a Pick-Pocket, that Author has ſcarce 
any Mat is honeſtly yours. I might refer the Reader 
here, to thoſe ſeveral Learned Anſwers he has had, 
but to oblige Mr. D. Ill confider the Authorities as 
his own. We have ſpoken to Clemens Romanus already, 
where Anacletus has declar'd himſelf upon this Cue 
on, we are not told, but if he was of this Opinion, 
it is ſtrange that he ſhou'd accept the Roman See up- 
pn ſuch wicked Terms; for Euſebius ſays, (p. Jo.) That 
after Linus had govern'd the Church twelve Years A- 
e Taviuy oaggxsifoo) he ſurrender d or deliver'd it up "7 
to Anacletus, 80 Clemens to Euariſtus and many others 
1 © . ; | — wN 2 which 
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which occurt in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. The Aſſrtion 
that in the firſt three Centuries one Inſtance cantbe given 
of a Biſhop made without the Elefion Moe Church, is both 
alſe and Inconſequential This Cuſtom of Election 
vas Humane, and Circumſtantial; therefore, tho? the 
9 Biſhops were not made without it, it does not follow 
that they could not be made without it. But 
1 beſides, the Biſhops were often made without it in the 
= moſt pure and early Times, I have given Inſtances of 
two, and might add more, if it was neceſſary. How 
ſcandalouſſy has he perverted the Synodical Epiſtle of 
the Famous Council of Nice to the Church of Alex- 
andria? Theodoret, (p. 31. Lib. 1. c. viii.) He makes 
that general, which the Synod only. ſpeaks of the Me 
lirians in particular, the Words are theſe: Aud if it 
all happen, that J any of thoſe who are in the Church 
all die, thoſe who are now received may ſucceed, if they ap- 
ear worthy, and the People chooſe them, provided, that the 
2 [Biſhop of Alexandria Ratify and Confirm the Elefion. Here's 
32 Citation to prove the People's Power! The Ordi- 
nations of Nefarius and Flavian were in Council, nor 
is any more ſaid of the People's Power, than, that they 
Yunanimouſly 1 0 to what the Biſhops did. (Theed. 
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Lib. 5. c. viii and ix. p. 206, 207, exc.) but if this 
Accurate Author had examin'd the viii c. which pre- 
cedes the 8 nödical Epiſtle, he wou'd have found Rea- 


on to conclude that the Biſhops lookF out, or chopſe 
Ihe Perſon themſelves, propos'd him in order to 2 

eſtimonial, and then ordain'd him. In this Place 
e alſo, he might have ſeen Maximus depos'd by the Bi- 


hops only. The 1. Can. of the 4. Council of Car- 


Bo 
by. 


YA 


rhage 394 (he means I ſuppoſe 398) ſays; A Biſbop is 
o be ordain'd by the Conſent of all the Clergy and People. 
Now the Words of the Canon run thus — : If he be 
Fund well inſtrutfed in all theſe Points, he may be ordain'd 
3 3iſnop with the Conſent of the Clergy and Laity, in the Afe 


| AI embly of Biſhops by the AUTHORITY and in the Preſence of 


3 the Metropolitan, By this Time the Reader wil! con- 
&lude, that theſe two Learned Writers had ſtrong Rea- 


ons indeed for ſaying, It is plain then, that the Biſhops 


bemſelves, did not for ſeveral Centuries imagine, that the 

p+ Right of making WE was appropriated by God to them 
>—. From the 54 Can. of the African Code it is 

plain that the Biſhops, not the People, chopſe, and 

» 2 ropos'd the Perſon to the People, in order to hear, if 
Whey 
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ad any Objestions againſt himz nay, the Nature of the 
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Thing ſhews it; for if they had elected, a Majority 
muſt carry it, and there was no Room for Objections 
when the Election was over; on the contrary, the 
Perſon was Nam'd and Propos'd to the People, con- 
ſequently not known to them, or choſen by them ; 
and it was the ſame Thing, whether two Men, or all 
the People objected againſt him; for if theſe two ap- 
pear'd ſuch Evidence as ought to be admitted, 
their Allegations were examin'd, and the Perſon 
to be ordain'd, was either ordain'd or rejected, accor- 
ding as the Tryal ended. f ” 
What Mr. D. alledges from Dr. Barrow, exactly agrees 
with my Notion. He ſays, that Biſhops were uſually 
elected by the People, he alſo ſays, that the Apoſiles 


, v * 2 L 
1 * 75 7 2 * 24 2 5 5 
— © PF r A - _ — 


and Apoſtol ical Men (who were Authorized by the 
Apoſtles to act with Power and in their ſtead) did in 
the Churches founded by them, conſtitute Biſhops, | 
ſuch as Divine Inſpiration, or their Grace of Diſcre- | 
tion did guide them to, and this, not without the 
Conſent of the People, what follows, ſhews, that the 
People's Teſtimony was requir'd, not their Authority. | 
He cites St. Cyprian (I have confider'd the Places before) WM 
He cites Canons, and ſays of them , There is no e- 
preſs mention concerning the Intereſt of the Clergy and People, P 
in the Election of the Biſhops 5 but theſe Things are only paſs'd | 
over, as Precedaneous to the Conſtitution or Ordination, about 
which, only the Fathers intend to preſcribe, ſuppo ſing the WY,j, 
Eleflion to precede according to former uſual Practice —, 
The People did generally elef their Biſhops, &c, Now what E 
is to be infer'd from all this? That this Practice was 
general, not Conſtant and Univerfal; that it was Pre. 
cedayeous to Conſtitution, that it was Teſtificatory, not 
Authoritative, not Conſtitutive: Now who has deny d this: 
Mr. D. deals with Dr. Barrow, as with every Au- 
thor he cites 3 but if any Perſon will be guided by his 
Teſtimony in this Affair, they will find him calling 
the Clergy the People's Superiors (p. 78.) from St. 
Cyprian; and Attributing the Election to the Paſtors h 
(146) (which indeed is the Voice of many * Ca- >, 
nons) He complains in the Words of Gregory Naꝛxian 2, 5 
that Elections are corrupt, ought to be reform'd and to 
ut into the Hands of the beſt; (148) ſhews them to 20. 
be uncertain and Humane (which is true of Alexandria, 
Antioch, &c. as well as of Rome, in which he only In- 
ſtances) (p. 150.) he ſays (from Can. 6. of the Coun- 
cil of Nice referring to the 34 Apoſt. Can. 
| : 5 inter- 
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interpretred by the 19 Can. of Antioch,) that the 


) WEDcſignation of Biſhops is by. Biſhops ; that they are 
got ſubje& to any Judgment but that of Chriſt (p. 320 
from the Council of Carthage in St. Cyprian) that their 
- ME Conſecration or Ordination, conferrs on them their 
Character and Authority; (p. 328.) that Depoſitions 
belong to the Clergy in Synod; and that they are 
„very irregular in the People (p. 341, and 347.) 
I, BY Arch Biſhop Cranmer's Evidence is unexception- 
n able; Why ſo? It is certain the MS, Mr. D. means, 
-was made in the Popiſh Times, in Henry the VIII's 

Time; for Cranmer ſubmits himſelf and his Judgment 
es 


to the King, and the King made Animadverſions upon 
it, which 1s not very likely to be true of King Ed- 
ward, who was not Nine Years Old (unleſs perhaps, he 
vas as forward as Biſhop Burnet ſays, Queen Eluabeth 
was, who writ Letters in Iralian, before ſhe was four 


%, MY Years Old) Again, Dr. Lee Arch Biſhop of York, who 
al ſubſcribd the Anſwer, died 1544. three Years or there- 
: 


EZ abouts, before King Edward's Acceſſion. This MS. is 
alſo without Date, and the Opinion deliver'd in it is 
contradicted by the Arch Biſhop's after Thoughts: See 
the Pretace to the Form of Ordination in King Ed- 
= ward's Liturgy, and Cranmer's Catechiſm publiſh'd in 
che firſt Lear of Edward the VI, 1548. Dr. Burnet thus 
obſerves upon this Unexceptionable Evidence. 

I Cranmer's Papers, ſome ſingular Opinions of his about 
the Nature of Eecleſiaſtical Offices occurr; but as they are 
deliver d by him with all poſſible Modeſiy, ſo they were not 
ES eftabliſh'd as the Doctrine of the Church; but lay'd aſide as 


particular Conceits of his own, And it ſeems, that after- 


re. ¶ wards he chang'd his Opinion ; for be ſubſcrib'd the Book, 
not that was ſoon after ſet forth, which is direflly contrary ro 
To thoſe Opinions ſet down in this Paper, An unexceptionable 
\u- Evidence indeed! Thus clear ſays Mr. D. does this 
his Truth ſtand in Antiquity. We now Come round again 
ing to inſtances of Elections, which ſhall all of them be 


acknowledg'd; for the Queſtion betwixt as is not, 
| © whether there were Elections or not; but whether they were 
Ca- Prudential and Exhedient; or Conſtitutive and Neceſjary, which 


> 
78 


l deny and in this long Piece he never once Attempts 

aud L to prove: The People (lays Socrates Lib. 4. c. 30. p. 
75 203) cry'd out, that Ambroſe (a) was worthy of the Bi- 

ria, 8 a 

In- (a) If this Election of Ambroſe was Conſtitative, it muſt fol- 

un- low, that Ambroſe was a Biſhop before, he was a Chriſtian z 

Jan Vor when they choſe bim he mas not Baptist. ſhop- 


899 
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ſhbprick, and requeſted, that he might Tu, he or- 
dain'd, ſuch was their Authority IA Requeſt, The Place 
[Lib. 5. 15.] he refers to about Flaviay, is an Account, not 
of a Biſhop conſtituted, but of one who recover'd his 
See. Syneſius was choſen by the People, let. it be ſo. But 
this ſame Syneſius in bis Letter to Theophilus gives a Re- 
markable Inftance of the Incroachment of the Clergy, on the 
Rights of the People, to chooſe their own Miniſters, and the 
Zeal of a poor little People in withſtanding their Impoſi- 
tions. The laſt Words of Syneſins's Account to Theo- 
philus are, theſe 3 he tells 'him, that the People of Pale- 
byjcus and Hydrax, vnd, have mo Body but Paul of Ery- 
_ thra, inſinuating, that tbo' the Inhabitants of thoſe Village. 


were ready to obey, if he wou'd abſolutely impoſe a Biſhop 5 


pon them, yet it was not convenient to do it; this then 
is an Inſtance, that the People were Rebellious, and 
Theophilus the Biſhop was tender, that he thought not 


fit to exerciſe his Power, where it would meet with fo 


much Reluctance. 


 Sifinnius, ſays Mr. D. was choſen Biſhop of Conſtan- 5 
tinople by the Majority of the People: But Socrates (whom 
he unfortunately cites, and as tho! he was Studious of 


being confuted, puts the Greek in his Margin) tells us, 


all the People [70%] defir'd Siſinnius might be made 
their Biſhop. Again the Laity [Lib. 7. c. xxvi. ] [«- 
Gor Tc deſir d him for his great Piety and Charity. 
And then he adds: The great Affection [one5»] of the 
People prevail'd. The Caſe of Proclus and Dalmatins | 
is alſo ſo far from anſwering Mr. D's End, that Pro- 
. clus is by Socrates and /, aleſius deem'd the proper Bi- . 
ſhop, and the People's Act cenſur'd as Rebellious. See 


Socrates, Lib. 7. c. xxviit. and Valeſius upon him. 


Many more Inſtances of this Kind, he ſays, he may bring; 3 
but Pamelius's Authority, a Learned Man and an Adver- 
ſary ſhall ſave him the Trouble; Pamelius own's the Au- 


tient Cuſtom of Eleflions; Pray who ever deny'd it? 


After this long Ramble, Mr. D. is at leiſure to 
attend what I have advanc'd in Oppoſition to his No- 
tion. He accuſes me firſt of imperfeR8ly citing St. Clemens 
Romanus; hug to.this Ianſwer, the Paſſage was fairly | 

ae imply'd, an undeniable Conſequence 
on my fide; and they who were conſtituted Miniſters Mi 
of thoſe who ſhou'd believe, muſt either be conſtitu- 
ted without the Election of their People, or a Hea- 
then People may conſtitute a Chrſtian Miniſtry 3 but | 
what have I omitted? Nothing that will do Mr. D. any 

Service 


cited, the 
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Service, nay what is really prejudicial. St. Clement tells 


us, (and every, Body knows it) that Moſes's Propoſal - 


about the Budding Rod, was not made to the People, be- 
cauſe they had a Right, but was an Act of Diſcretion, and 
Expedience ; So likewiſe the Apoſiles, &c. to prevent Di- 
viſion, Jid ru Th ouliar, conjiituted the aforeſaid 1 
Is it not clear then, what Liberty they gave the Peo- 
le ? Wherefore then, we can't think, t hat thoſe may juſtly 
A thrown out of their Miniſtry, who were conſituted by the 
Apoſtles, or other eminent Men, with the good liking of the 
People. The laſt Words are ali Mr. D. infiſts upon, and 
they prove nothing, except good liking muſt be Au- 


= thority. St. Cyprian ſaid the Church was founded upon the 
Biſbops; the College of Presbyters and Deacons at Rome 
bold him, ir was his Modeſty that he did not, or wou'd 


not govern alone; I therefore concluded it was probable 
the Biſhops conſtituted the Miniſtry ; I concluded the 
ſame from the Council of Carthage. The Judgment or 
Mind of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ſending his Apoſiles, and 


granting to them alone, the Power given him by his Father, 


is manifeſi; Them we ſucceed, governing the Church of Chriſt 
by the SAME POW ER, and baptizing the Faithfull; therefore 
the Heretics, who have no Power out of the Church, nor are 


a Church of Chriſt, can baptize no Man with Chriſt's Baptiſm. 


This plainly concludes for me in the Queſtion before 
us, whether the People have any Divine, original Power or 
not 3 It ſays, the Apoſtles alone had it, and that the 
Biſhops poſſeſs'd the ſame Power then, which the A- 
poſtles had before. All Mr. D. has to ſay here, is, that 


_ | according to this Rule, Novatian”s Baptiſm was invalid, of | 


Conſequence his Orders were invalid alſo, and therefore we 
have no Suceeſſion, for we muſt derive from him. his is 
drawing the Reader's Attention from the Point, and 
entering upon an Argument, which has nothing to do 
in this Place. I Promiſe to give a full Anſwer to it, 
as it comes in Courſe. jͤͤ C Eg 

After I had produc'd enough to confront Mr. D. and 
more than was neceſſary; for to invalidate his Argu- 
ments, was all I was oblig'd to, not to advance any 
thing my ſelf) I hinted the Names only of ſome Au- 
thors, who afford pregnant Proof in this Caſe. Here 
he ſays, if theſe Authors had been for my Purpoſe, I ſhowd 
have lay'd them out to the ;reateſt Advantage. To this I 
only Anſwer, that I never propou'd to write upon this 
Subject further than to refute him. I have and [ ſhall 
ſhew his Pretences to be empty and impertinent ; and 

| | W woe ver 
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be had no ſuch Opinion as Mr, D. that the 5 


| the Clergy of the City he ſuſpended, becauſe they have not 


MN 
whoever thinks fit, from other Citations, to ſupport 
his Cauſe, I'll enge to ſhew, that they ſignify no 
more than thoſe Mr. D has already alledg'd. 

He now enters upon the Facts, and wond:rs how I can 
mention the firſt without bluſbing; I thank God I have 
nothing to bluſh for, except the Ignorance of my Ad- 
verſary. I had (aid, that Clement left his Biſhoprick to 
Euariſlus, and conſtituted him without the People. Mr. 
D. ſays, that by [left] The Hiſtorian meant no more. than, 
that by Clements Death the | Biſhoprick became vacant, and 
ſo Euariſtus was choſen into it. The Hiſtorian cou'd 
not have us'd any Word more likely to have pre- 
vented- this Miſtake. TNaexsiSow 18 the Word; and Mr. 
D. very innocently places the Citation in the Margin, 
It fignifles to yield up, to deliver, and that very of- 
ten in order to Succeſſion and Propagation expreſlly. 
Perhaps Mr. D. ſeeing Crelinquens] in the Verſion ne- 
ver troubled himſelf with the Greek, this Way was not 
New ; for Euſebius Report's the ſame of Anencletus [p- 70] 
that Linus gave up his Biſhoprick to him; nor was it 


the Practice of the moſt early Times only, but what 


we find to have obtain'd afterwards, and continu'd down 
to the Days of St. Athanaſjus at leaſt ; for Alexander de- 


fign'd to have deliver'd his Epiſcopate to him, but was 


prevented by his Flight. 

In the Caſe of Gregory, Thaumaturgus he ſays, I don't 
diſtinguiſh between Election and Conſecration, I ſay, there 
was no Election, the Conftitution was by Phædimus 
alone, and if our Author pleaſes he may conſult the 
Learned Dr, Caves Life of Gregory, which will alſo di- 
rect him to others. Du Pin ſays ordain'd; but that he 
means conſecrated only by it, is more than Mr. D. will 
ever prove, or, if it was prov'd, more than that Lear- 
ned Perſon can juſtify. Nay, Du Pin in many Places, 
gives every ſenſible Man juſt Reaſon to conclude, that 


Election is Neceſſary and Conſtitutive, that a Biſhop 
thus elected is as much one as ever he can be, &c. 
| He proceeds to the 36th Can. of thoſe commonly 
call'd Apoſtolical. This Canon runs thus: If any Bi- 
ſprp ordain d, dont accept the Miniſtry and Care of the 
People committed to him, let him be ſuſpended till he do ac- 
cept it 3 (fo alſo a Prieſt or Deacon) but if he goes t hi- 
ther and is not receiv'd, not through his own Willfullneſs, but 
the Wickedneſs of the People, let him remain Biſhop, and let 
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been Corr:flors or Diſcipliners of ſo Refraflory a People. From 
this Canon it is plain, that Biſhops were made for 
the People, tho' Abſent, and theretore not electing, 
and that it was accounted a great Crime in the Clergy 
to ſuffer the People to have ſo little Knowledge, or 
Deference, as not to ſubmit to ſuch a Conſtitation, 
Mr. D. ſays, there is no ſuch Thing in the 36th Ca- 
non, as Ialledge, Here he ſhews a Want of Candour 
for in the Engizſh Tranſlation this Canon is not the 
36, but the 37;,3 want of reading; for in the Ori- 
ginal Greek it is the 36, as I have cited it. The 
Cale of the Alexandrian Biſhops is mightily admir'd 
by Mr. P. He ſays, I was very unfortunate in my Choice; 
for Athanaſius according to Du Pin, was elefed, &c. Any 
Perſon may ſee, that | confin'd my Inſtance to the ear» 
lier Times of this Church, for I own'd an Election, 
ill denying it to be neceſſary and conſtitutive in the 
latter Days, fo confute this, he gives, one Inſtance in 
the 4th Century. To this he adds, little higher, 
namely Achillas; from Du Pin ſupported by Socrates (Lib. 
3. C. 7. he fays, but indeed Lib. 1. c. 5. p. 8.) Now 
Sycrates only ſays, Achillas, entr.d upon the Bifhoprick of 
Alexandria after Peter's Martyrdom. The next Thing 
we hear, is, that Evagrius and Valeſius, are mightily on 
his Side. Euagrius ſays, that the Alexandrians petition' d 
Zeno, that they might propoſe, Ir eεαν ] preſent, or recome 
mend (Evagr. p. 343. Lib. 3. c. 12 } who they pleas d 
for their Biſhop, Upon this, the Emperor made a Law, 


Wy char they bod. Upon theſe Words Yaleſins does not 


write only as Mr. D. ſays, but thus: Ir is plain then, 
that the Eleflion of Biſhops was taken from the Clergy and 

and People of Alexandria; we deny not, that this was done 
contrary ro the Eccleſiaſtical Laws [humane Conſtitutions] 
and by Force: YET THE ROMAN PRINCES ARE NOT 
To BE blam'd for challenging that Right, after the Death 
of Proterius; becauſe Alexandria well enough inclin'd to Tu- 
mults of it | ſelf, often rais d great Commot ions upon ſuch 
Occaſions, Thus a Law was thought Neceflary by the 
Emperor and an humble Petition preferred by the Peo- 
ple. The Thing they ask'd had been cuſtomary, but 
not neceſſary. The Emperor took it away with an high 
Hand, but not w:thout 4 Cauſe, The Election was not 


5 W e as Eſſential, nor the Right of thoſe, who 


ad it not, queſtion' d. What Mr. D. ſays of Tumults 
in Elections, and Biſhop Pearſon's Opinion c. is all 
admitted; Elections there certainly were, l've told him 
| Fa - | morg 


+ 
iF 
4 
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more than once in my Conſiderations, that I own it. 
All then that he has to prove, is the Power and Au- 
thority of them. | 
To oblige Mr. D. who is now in a very Critical 
Humour, we muſt confider the Senſe of Suffragium. 
Biſhops were choſe by the People's Suffrage 3 Suffragium ſig- 
nifies an Authoritative Af ; therefore Biſhyps were choſe by 


the People's Authority, If Arguments were to be drawn 


from the Senſe of Words, without regard to plain 
Facts and Determinations, there wou'd be no End _ of 
Diſputing. It wou'd be ſufficient to ſay, that :s the 
People's Election was no Authoritative Act, ſo the Word 
S«ffragium when app!y'd to it, cannot have art Autho- 
ritative Senſe. Let it ſignify what it will, it can't mean 


ſuch an Election as is Conſtitutive and Eſſential; I might 


rod uce Authorities from our beſt Claſſicks the Stand- 
ard of the Roman Eloquence, where it is only Favour, 
Conſent, Teſlimony, &c, but this might perhaps be call'd 
an Impertinence. Tho' St. Cytriay was a Polite Man, 
for his Age and Cg untry, he is not to be tryed at 
this Bar. The Paſſag s cited by Mr. D. from this Au- 
thor are by no means proper to determine this Matter. 
For when I alledge, that Suffragium has not an Au— 


thoritative Senſe, as us'd by St. Cyprian in ſpeaking of 5 


the People's Election, it is begging the Queſtion to 
produce the Places concerning the People's Election. 


But ſays he, it is contradiſtingurſb'd from Teſtimony ; lt 


it does not mean Teſtimony, it muſt therefore mean 
Authority, which is the Thing he ſhou'd prove. He 
ſays my Inftances. conclude againſt me; for the Suf- 
fragium predicationis in David's Cale, ſhew'd, the People 
prefer d David before Saul, and was a Preſage of their 
future Suffrage. (What future Suffrage ?) admit this: 


Did this Suffrage ſtamp his Actions, and denominate 


them good and brave; Did it give him, what is de- 
clar'd he deſery'd? Was it any more than the Ex- 
preſſion of their Favour, and a Teſtimony given to 
his brave Deeds? The other Inſtance of mine is more 
cunningly abus'd. St. Cyprian ſays, that the Jews ask'd 
the Crucifixion of our Lord with violent and pertina- 


cious Suffrages. Mr. D. propoſes to prove, that ſuffra- 85 
giis ſignifies Demand, or ſomething more than a bare Peti- 


tion; for the Proof of this, he refers to the Fact. St. 


John lays no more, than, that the People were Tu- 
multuous [+4240] St. Luke ſays the ſame, and adds 
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dad e A e raveptar] petitioning, that h& might be 
rucify'd; St. Matt eu alſo uſes the ſame Word. St. 
Mark ſays, 8 . "*xexFar] and yet no Petition, all 
4 Authority orſooth; but the Jes were Taunting and 
W5awcy 3 Petitioners have been ſo fince their Times and 
before. Is Mr. D. in earneſt, that the Jews had a 
Ja Right to demand a Rebell and x Murderer to be re- 


ja juſt ſo much to expect, as the People wou'd have, if 
4 they ſhou'd ele&t a Deiſt and an Adulterer for a Bi- 


chop, they ought to be rejected with Indignation ; and 


the Roman Governour if he had done his Duty, ſhou'd 


- Shave chaſtiz'd their Inſolence, and not yeilded to their 
a Clamour. The Suffragium implies a Preference of one Thing 
t to another; ſo does a Velition tho' never expreſsd or 
- known; it carries in it a choice and full Conſent, but 
„ Tis not therefore Authoritative 3 yea a Poſtulation and De- 
d mand; but yet neither Power nor Right. My. H. Ca- 
1, vills and is Partial, He has ſaid nothing, but what 
at the great Euſebius affirm'd ſeveral hundred Years ago 
1- E(Lib. 3. c. 7. p. 65.) namely the People (Aus Teuoer r 
r. WE oeguy's τ Colo eh d ur affirm) beſought, that the 
u- Prince of Life ſhou'd be taken off; He will ſcarce ſtand 
of by this Reaſoning, or allow the violent pertinacious 


2 Suffrages of his People, to have no more Effect than 
7 thoſe mention'd by St. Cyprian, the Senſe of the People 
thus expreſs'd may Prevail, but the Point he ſhou'd 
prove is, that it ought to prevail. We will readily 
grant what he can never prove, that Suffragium always 
implies an Ele tion; but that this Election is Conſti- 
tutive and Eſſential he ſhou'd have ſne wn. 

Mr. D. proceeds to juſtify himſelf in the Caſe of Ba 

© /ilides and Martialis. I charg'd Mr. D. with citing St. 
O trian in a ſcandalous Manner; I ſtill affirm it. He 
ET ſays I might ſee by the Breaks, that it was not. 2 upon 
the Reader, for one continu'd Sentence: It is a Miſtake 
for there are only two Breaks, whereas there ought to 
have been four; and, as I before ſaid, thoſe Words, 
E7 which are not for his Purpoſe, are left out, and what 
is firſt in St. Cyprian, is plac'd the laſt in his Citation; 
but I have been puilty of the ſame Fault, It is ſtrange Mr. 
D. cou'd be fo harden'd as to affirm this; and I ap- 
peal to all proper Judges, whether it is ſo or not; 
but ſuppoſe it was ſo, does my Guilt prove his Inno- 
cence? Mr. D. has reſolv'd to clear himſelf, or rather 
to make my Accuſation as ſtrong as poſſible; for in 


eas'd or a Juſt Perſon to be condemn'd ? They had 


his 
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the midſt of a Sentence, without any Notice to his | 


Terms of Communion. 


of God precludes a wicked Prieſt from Succeſs in the Exe. = 


12. 


pO — 


I. 2 — ——ẽẽ envi pas. FRBGCAL 
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| ſeparate themſelves from a wicked Biſbop, and not mix in 


fore all the Congregation, by this, inftrufling us, 1hat th 
Ordination of Miniſters ſhowd always be with the Knowleag Wi 
of the People, that ſo the People being preſent, the Crimes o 8 


[IB 
OB 


| 46.0 

bis Reply he has Tranſcrib'd and Tranſlated, that tole- WF 
rably well, which in his Sermon is ſo partially cited 
He that examines both, will ſcarce be able to believe, 
that Mr. D. the Preacher, and Mr. D. the Replyer WW 


be 


are the ſame Ferſon, except by the End of this long 


Citation which is indeed of the ſame Stamp with hi Ml 
partial Way in the Sermon; for he has broke off in 


Reader, and for a Reaſon caſy to be imagin'd. This WW 
Citation then is to prove, that the People have Aut hu. 
rity. to cbooſe their own Miniſters, On the other Hand, | 
affirm, that it ſays nothing of Authority, whatever it i 
does of Election, and that it is wrote concerning | 


In the firſt Paragraph, St Cyprian ſays, that the Lay 3 


cution of his Offece 3 that the Conſideration. of that Law, ts Se 
the Reaſon of Ordaining in the Preſence of the People; that Wi 
what Part or Share ſoe ver the People have in this A Fair, (a) 1 | 
they are not fondly to think themſelves guiltleſs, if they Com- 
municate and Concurr with an Illegitimare ana Prophane Mi. 
niſter. (b) The Prophet Hoſea ſays, their Sacrifices fhall he 
as the Bread of Lamentation, all who eat thereof ſhall h 
de fil d. Thus we find, when Corah and his Accomplices had te 
engag'd in uſurping a Priefily Power not belonging to them, 

God commanded the People to have wo Communion with Pt 
them. (c) Upon this Account the People, if obedient to the 
Divine Commands, and living in the Fear of God, fbou'l 


Communion with a Sacrilegions Prieſt; for they have th 
Power of chooſing worthy Priefls and refuſing the unworthy. 
This we ſee derivd (d) from Divine. Authority, that the Pri:ji 

ud be choſen in the Preſence of the People, and ſpou'a 
be approvd fit and worthy by the publick Judgment ani BY 
Teflimony. Thus the Lord commanded Moles, take Aaron 
thy Brot her; God commands the Prieſt to be conſtituted he. 


— 
© _——— 
«x, 0 
34 4 


(a) Mr. D's Citation in his Sermon begins with theſe Words. 5 
(b) In his Sermon, he omits all that follows till you come ti 
tbeſe Words [fer which Reaſon G&c.] 10 _ 
(c) Here he begins again, Fay 
(d) All that follows, he omits till you come to theſe Words | thai 
this was to be kept as 4 Divine Tradition, &c.] 8 


. Bad, and the Merirs of the Good may be proclaim'd, and 
49. N hat the Ordination may be Juſt and Good, which hath been 
amd by the Judgment and Suffrage of all, The Apoſiles 
5 alow'd this Divine Precept in the Conſtitution of an Apoſile, 
N I Rc. aud this was therefore done with ſo much Diligence and 
is Caution in an Aſſembly of the People, that no unworthy Per- 
inen ſpou'd ſteal into the Miniſtry; for ſometimes unworthy 
Perſons have been ordain'd, not according to the Will of God, 
ut Humane Preſumption, and thoſe Things are diſpleaſing to 
oa, which come not from a juſt and lawful Ordination; 
a) for this Reaſon therefore, it is diligently to be obſerv d 
as it is almoſt every where) from Divine Tradition and 
toſtolical Obſervation, THAT for the due celebrating Ordi- 
rations, all the Neighbouring Biſhops of the ſame Province, 
Vou'd come to the People, "by whom a Biſhop is to be or- 
ain d, and that a Biſbop be choſen in the Preſence of the 
People, who are beſt acquainted with the Lives of each Perſon, 
nd throughly know the Conduft of every one; which Thing 
e ſee, was done in the Caſe of Sabinus, the Biſhoprick was 
Tor him, and he was ordain'd in the Room of Baſilides 


mm. | 
Vi by the Suffrage of the whole Fraternity, and the Judgment 
he the Biſpops, Abſent and Preſent: Nor may this compleat 


ED: dination be annulPd (here Mr. D. concludes, but I pro- 
Peedy) by Bafilides's Journey to Rome after his Conviktion 
em ud Confeſſion, and his fraudulently ſoliciting our Collegue 

Ptephen, who lives at a great Diſtance, and is unacquainted 
ith the Matter of Fact, and the conceal d Truth, to be un- 
eh reflor'd to that Biſhoprick from which he was jnſily 
epos d. After this long Citation (with which I find 
ho great Fault, except in ſome Grammatical Caſes, 
rhich Mr. D. never minded) he appeals to his Reader 
for the Injuſtice of my Charge. I am indeed inclin'd to 
d free him from every Imputation, and therefore do ac- 
and Knowledge, that tho' in his Sermon this Paſſage was 
ron {candalouſly us'd, in this Reply he is pretty fair. It 


be. vas partial in many Places; it is only ſo in one now: 
the t was mangled and tranſpos'd, it is now in due Or- 


er, and almoſt entire. It is tolerably well ſince he 
EPubliſh'd his Reply, but we can't with all our Cha- 
Pity inferr, that therefore it was ſo before. This Cita- 
— ion fails Mr. D. in the main Point, as it attributed 


| OT 


— 


= (a) Here he begins again, only he places theſe Words ¶ de uni- 
Perſæ fraternitatis ſuffragio] which ſhould folliw at ſome Diſt 
"ce before this Paſſage. 1 
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the Election at Ordinations. to the Biſhops: Thus he 
ſpeaks of himſelf and his, Collegues [non nift immacu- 


ſacerdos plebe præſente ſub omnium oculis deligatur] Mr. D. 
ſays from this Citation, that Martialis and Baſilides had 
been cenſur'd by the. Clergy and People of Spain. IT ſaid, by 
a Sy nod; But where, and by. what Synod? From this ve. 
ry Epiſtle it is very ptobable that, by the provincial ſ 
Synod of the Place Felix and Sabinus were conflituted, IM 
Martialis and Baſilides depos'd. Confider the Epiſtle . St, 
Cyprian ſays their Ordination was (jure perfeHam z) be. 
ore that he ſays, in order to its being ſo, the Biſhops 
of the Province wete to meet, c. I will ſuppoſe Mr. 
D. knew ſo much of the depoſing Power (a) as, that 
the Fathers of the Church afcrib'd it to Synods, and 
particularly St. Cyprian, If this was done Synodically, 
what need for the Opinim of an African Council? The 
Perſons cenſur'd not acquieſcing in the Derermina-M 
tion, and having by Fraud got the Biſhop" of Rome on 
their Side, it became thoſe who had juſtly come into 
Meaſures againſt them, to ſeek for Comfort, nd Coun. 
cil, Again, If a Synod of Biſhops alone had" Thing, 
what need had the African Council to ſay, Let not the Pe- 
ple flatter themſelves, &c. If the People had done them, 
there wou'd have been no Occafion of ſpeaking to 
them thus: They muſt have been ſelf condemn'd to 
communicate with | thoſe they depos'd. On the othetf 
Hand, they might not think themſelves greatly con- 
cern'd to obſerve the Synodical Decree, when the Ro 
man Biſhop had in effect reſcinded it; it therefore be. 
came the Council to tell them, that they were deeply 
engag'd, that they in general had the beſt Knowledge 
of Men's Characters, that they, in conſtituting Minilt- 
ers were examin'd to their Reputation, that they in 
depoſing them were ſometimes Accuſers, but alway 
Witneſſes of their Conviction, that therefore the com- 
municating with ſuch Wretches, however they might 
flatter themſelves wou'd greatly affect them. But Mr 
D. thinks it a great Piece of Conſideration, for a Syn, 
to write to one Man: How does it appear, that a Si 

nod wrote to one Man? Were not Synods at ftatedM 
Times in Africa twice in a Year? Does not the E 
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1 piltle of the Ang fay, that ' the Letter from Africa 
1 was Written [ad vo] to us, who were met together? 


befides St. Cyprian was a Metropolitan, and there fore the 
Spaniſh-Synod might write to him, either \as prefiding 
over the, Council, or' as the only Perſon, who cou'd 


by convene it, if not fitting. Nor might they think it 
de, below them to ask Advice, when likely to meet with 
0 ſo powerful an Oppoſition as that of Pope Stephen, eſ- 
WY pecially when they had an Opportunity of asking it 
St % 6 | | 

be. of ſo great a Man as St. Cyprian, and one ſo remark- 
e ably oppoſite to Pope Stephen ; this however, is not Mr. 
"BY D's Opinion. It is a Pity he had not confider'd St. 


5 Cyprian's Epiſtles better, and acquainted himſelf with 
che Way in which the Churches correſponded in thoſe 
W Days. What 1 ſaid, that this Epiftle is chiefly concer- 


10 5 ning Communion, I ſtill think to be true, and doubt 
Lhe not but every Reader will be of the ſame Opinion, 
75 ho obſerves; that the Texts cited by St. Cyprian in 


W the firſt Paragraph all referr to ſome Fault or DefeR, 
W which hinder'd Biſhops from officiating rightly, who 
bad an unqueſtionable Conſtitution; that the chief Care 
in the {ſecond Paragraph is taken of Contagion by com- 
W municating ; and that the Queſtion in the Letter an- 
ſwer'd is this, whether ſuppoſing Pope Stephen cou'd 
W reſcind the Proceedings, the People might lawfully com- 
Wy municate with Idolatrous and Apoſtate Biſhops. 
After all this Struggle for an Election, which Elect- 
ion is a Conſtitution, as good without as with Con- 
ſecration he tells us that he knows no one, who af- 
Wl firms, that their Teſtimony is neceſſary abſolutely ; but that 
We People give their Suffrage or Conſent is atcording to Rule; 
for ſome (:) Body or other ſays ſome where, that a 
. Biſhop muſt not be impos'd upon the People againſt 
"their Will. But bere we muſt not believe him in 
1 arneſt, for he quickly tells us this Election is neceſſary. 
; : I'll not trouble my Reader with any Obſervations pon 
his Anſwer to my two * 1 only he may take 
Notice, that where 1 defire Bim to ſhew me any Con- 
Nitution or Depofition perform'd by the People, he Tn- 
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W (a) This is one of the Decrees of P e. Celeſtine made in the 
— h Century. it runs . thus: Nulli 22 detur Epiſcopus. 
WC lcri plebis et ordinis conſenſus, defiderium requiratur. The 
en Canon ſuppoſes what Mr. D. ſhould deny, and when interpreted 

WW” ihe greateſt Latitude, mill de bim no Service 
Sd; ad ance's 
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Qyeſtion ; for 1 deny, and he has no where proy'd E. 
lection to be Conftitution, nay has but juſt now own'd 
that it is not. wo 3 | 
In the Inſtances of Depoſition, he fays, Martialis and 
Baſilides were depos'd by the People; this I have fully WW: 
anſwer'd already. The Authorities from Platina con- 
cerning the Roman People, fignify nothing. They re. WY; 
late not to the Conſtitution of a Biſhop but the Poſ- = 
ſeſſion of his See, and are by Platina condemn'd as WY, 
Acts of Sedition and Violence: Can I ſhew a Biſhop ſer . 
over a. People without their Conſent ? I've already {poke of |; 
many, ard told him, that the 37 Apoſtolical . ml ff 
a Proviſion in ſuch a Caſe, but this is nothing to the. 
Purpoſe; if there had never been a Debate without {i 
lighting up Candles, wou'd jt have follow'd, that they e 
are Neceflary and Eflential to a Debate? Can I prove ! 
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Conſecration neceſſary ? Biſhop Cranmer did not think it ſo. 
He retracted his Opinion, and ſo 1 have at leaſt as, 


e 
2 . os: 
* ee, * 24 8 


ood a Right to his Authority as Mr. D. but if he 
Pad perſiſted in it, I wou'd rather chooſe the Autho- 
rity of Scripture and Antiquity than his. We find it | 
the Manner of ſtag any Thing apart to God, all 
along in the Old - Teſtament z from which the Apoſt. 
les took it in the New, and conſtantly us'd it in the h 
Defignation of Miniſters. When the Holy Ghoft ſaid WF 
(Ad, 13.) afeioals ſeparate or ſet apart, the Prophets t 
and Teachers took it for a Command to lay Hand: it 
upon Barnabas and Paul. St. Paul admoniſhes Timothy io 
to ſtir up the Gift of God, that was in him by put-|M 
ting ong of his Hands, and not to lay Hands ſuddenly 
on any Man; in the Former, making Impoſition of 
Hands the Inſtrument of conveying to him the Mini- r. 
ſerial Power; and in the Latter ordering him to ſet IP 
apart others by it; and the whole Church of God 
in the moſt pure and early Days always underſtood IM 
the Thing thus. This was the *Agopioues, the Seper:- 
tion from common Uſes to the Service of God. This 
alone was the neceſſary Conſtitutive Act, this was Or- 
dination, or Conſtitution. . - 

There is yet an Authority of St. Cypriau's which Ms: 
Mr. D. has perverted. St. Cyprian writes to Stephen of Rom te 
to ſendithe People of Arles in France, to elect, that i, 
to conſtitute and "ordain 4 Biſbop in the Room of Marci. P 
anus Now St. Cyprian never makes Election and Con-Wift 
stitution the fame Thing; in this very Epiſtle. by al. Mt 
HET 55 + os 3; erte 
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e 133 RE 
. ſerts, that the Biſhope ſhou'd take Care of the Flock, 
das Governours of it, and impower'd to reject and re- 
ceive. That Stephen ſhou'd write ro his COLLEGUES 
d in Gaul to repreſs the Pride ang perverſeneſs of Marcianus. 
He repreſents Novatian as Repuls'd and Excommunicated 
h the African Biſhops. He ſays the College of Biſhops 
a l therefore large, that they may ſuppreſs the Heretics, and 


as ; ride ſafe, tho* others are dangerous. He lays the whole 


Marcianus as ſubje& to their Juriſdiction. In the Words. 
cited by Mr. D. after all, there is nothing that he 
wants. He has taken a falſe Conſtruction of the Words, 
for the full Power of the People; this is the literal 
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ey Mi Scnſe of the Place, let Letters be directed into the 
Province, and to the People which are at Ares, by 
ſo, which Letters Marcianus being excommunicated, let ano- 
as, ther be ſubſtituted in his Place, and the Flock of 
he (WY Chriſt be gather'd together, which to this Day is de- 
10-ſpis'd, ſcatter'd, and wounded, A fond Man ſure of 
it the People's Power to conſtitute a Miniſter, who can 
ry ſee it in theſe Words! | „ 
OH- 


my thus too minutely conſider d: all that Mr. D. 


the has alledg'd for the Queſtion, before I conclude this 
aid Head, I defire leave by one Teſtimony, to ſhew what 


ets the Opinion of a very exact Perſan, who had no In- 
nds {tereſt to maintain among Chriſtians, either as a Clerk, 
thy or a Laic, was in this particular. The Perſon is Alex- 
put. ander Severus 5 the Teſtimony is that of Alius Lampri- 
ol; ins (Hiſtor. Auguſt. Script. Paris 1620. p. 130.) Ard 
of ow, ſays he, we are ſpeaking of Places —, when he [ Seve- 
ini- rus] had a Mind to make ſome Governors of Provinces or 
ſet N ræfefts; or to appoint ſome Progurators, or Receivers, he pro- 
Jod 7 bos d their Names, exhorting the People, that if any one had 
ood any Thing to lay to their Charge, he wou'd_ prove it openly, and 


era : elng them, that if he did not, he ſhou'd ſuffer Death, He 
[his ſaid alſo, that it was a fad Thing not to do this, in ma- 


Or- eng Governors of Provinces, who had the Care of Men's 
Lives and Fortunes, when the Jews and Chriſttans did it in 
hich {Y/ «bliſbing their Names who were to be ordain'd, He then 
Rome took it for no more than a Teſtimony, #0 Conflitutrve AR. 
t in Notwithftanding, that the Names were propos'd to the 


ſarci. People, the Conſtitution was not theirs; # Critic of 


Con- che firſt Claſs a, Caſaubon ſays, St. Cypriar is full of 
e al- this, and obſerves how juſtly the Emperor joyn'd the 


erth : Jews and Chriſtians in t is Reflection, as tho' he had 


= compares them to ſeveral Ports, in ſome of which we may _ 
Ry 3 


Care of Diſcipline upon the Biſhops, and ſpeaks of 


G 2 read 


— 


152] 


read St. Cyprian, who makes the Conſtitution of Miniſters be- 
fore all the People, to be in Conformity with what Moſes did 
by the Command of God, and with the ſame View: Namely 
that oue might be conſtituted without Blemiſh, 
Upon the whole then 1 conclude, that the Election of 
the People is a precarious, inconcluſive Thing, ſomething ſbew- 
ing the Mind, Will, Deſire, Conſent, Good=liking or Requeſ! 
5 them ; but deriving no Power, Authority, or 572 5 that 
it has been judg'd expedient, but not neceſſary; that it has 
been usd but is not Eſſential; that it was purely ow- 
ing to Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, or Permiſſion, and where» 
ever it is any where ſpoken of, as what ought to be 
had; all the Obligation is only ſuch, as ariſes from Hu- 
mane Conſtitution, I hope I ſhall eafily be excus'd, for 
not citing that great Number of Authorities of fingle 
Fathers and Councils, which either expref]y, or by Im- 
lication ſupport this Aſſertion; becauſe it can only 
Lb thought my Buſineſs now to confute the Allega- 
tions of the Learned Mr. D, for the contrary Opi- 
nion. 
This Part of my Conſiderations was concluded with 
ſome Reflections. I ſaid Mr. D. had jaſiſted upcn the 
dull Pretences of Reaſon, where that has nothing to 


. ct oo. << Cr 


8 Freer A wed a. os tt Eos La 4. ol . f IO "ST 


N an : a p ” 
EIS IE : CT ee Bo BAC ann Pan GD K. 4% S E Go SPE) VET SW OL a 3 , ; * 1 r F 
te Tra) tf F r F Rd ts Dor 3% 5 nes 8 1 ” " * 5 % 398) 

N l IK: WY . 5. SER 35 Ms”, F 83 N SUL LIE A II  WFEE Ga on 228 . " 
. 1 S % Fo 725 842 V RY 577 )) ̃ a Pte 2 8 N 

* 3 Ws BE Fat 142 3 rn: 7 Fond CC . e * n bay s We HIER n * N as 4 n AE n r Es & YT & A 


8 do, 7055 he yen 3 e jp W believe, that 
* I'm oppoſing private Judgment, and bringing every one blind. 
[/ | Glad aud 1 Dire hien. No, I'm . e de that 
| | before Men begin to diſpute, they ſhou'd conſider 
5 whether the Point is capable of being decided by 10. 
| tral Senſe, or Divine Revelation, and not to be ſo im- 
F E as to alledge one, where the other only can 
. e uſeful. I'm adviſing to be rational, not Diſputateon Wil | 


| and Diſcrete, rather than Yerboſe, to bring Things under f 


4 their proper Claſſes, and not confound your ſelf and the 
5 World about you. My Expreſſions are ſevere, and yer not 
| true; | hope my Word will go das far as his, and 
* therefore think it ſufficient to ſay they are true; as 1 
* e for the Severity of them, I no more admire or like i! 
1 . than he does; but really there is ſomething very irri- ! 
1 tating in confident Aſſertions, that have nothing w 
ſupport them, iT „ 1 
I proceed now to the ſecond Part of hie Reply, « 
where I ſhall not call upon him to anſwer what! 
1 have ſaid, p, 33, and 34. But purſue him through « 
Ws bis own Windings, and begin where he enters upon 
* his Reply. Only one Obſervation. I muſt make : Hef 
| ſhould have gone into the Diſcuſſion of this Point i 
1 7 N mi letha 


537 


-. WE H#haher 4 Succeſſon in the Miniſtry is neceſſary, or not 3 
4 before he had aſſerted, that God wan'd not be at the Ex- 

Y pence of Miracles without Neceſſity, He has therefore begg'd 
the Foundation upon which this Argument 1 


But this Succeſſion he affirms to be impaſſble. The firſt 
1 Reaſon he = ber the is, that ao is nothing in the 
Notare of it to preſerve it, In order to prove it, in # 
at lf impoſſible, he ſhou'd have ſhew'd ſomething in it's 
as Nature that tended to deſtroy it. For if there is no- 
va WS thing in its Nature tending to deſtroy it, it wou'd 
e- be no Contradiction to ſay, that tho' in its own Na- 
be ture it was not ſufficient to preſerve it ſelf, it might 
ue WY be preſerv'd by God. Now that it not only might, 
or but it wou'd certainly be preſerv'd by God, is as yet 
le plain, ſuppoſing it neceſſary, which he has not op- 
m- pos'd, and ſuppoſing a Promiſe of Prefervation, which 
ly e does not diſprove, But he ſays it is impoſfible, he- 
ga- cauſe it has been broken, and if it has been broken, it 


may be; this is begging the Queſtion, for we affirm 


is has not been broken; and it mi y be admitted, that 
it may be broken, and yet deny ld, that therefore it 
is not poſſible to be preſery'd, But the it be poſſible, 
Wy it is not probable, Now I think. it probable, becauſe 


bat there is nothing eafier to be conceiv'd, than, that an 
nd. Office not ty'd to any one Family, Tribe or Nation 


may be deriv'd down from thoſe, who have once re- 
det ceiv'd it in infinitum; and becauſe it is not to. be 
conce ivd how thoſe can give, who have not receiv'd. 
Tbe Biſhop of Bangor ſays, this Succeſſyn is impoſſible to 
be provd: Admitting this, it may ſtill be true, and it 
is F Ecient that it can't be diſproy'd. We ſay that 
= we are in Poſſeſſion of a e Title, and till it 
an be impeach'd, by all Rules of Law and Equity 
ve are to be ſuppos'd in the Right. There may be 
the greateſt Reaſon imaginable to believe what we can't 
© minutely prove. I doubt not but Mr. D. believ'd our 
Lord's Genealogy as deliver'd by the two Evangelifts ; 
but I aflure my ſelf all that the Antients and Muderns 
Wy have ſaid, does not free it from ſpecious ObjeRions. 
I thoſe who hold by the beſt Titles were to prove 
dire Kly againft all a. of Baſtardy, Felony, 
$ Treaſon, exc. I queſtion whether there wou'd appear 
one good Title in the World: The Citations from Mr. 
Dodwell and Mr. Leſley are taken from the Rights, who 
cites very little true, that he either can, or has Occa- 
15 ion to pervert; but as their Opinions, if taken in 
7711 ans our 
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our Author's Senſe, are inconfiſtent with their other 


Vriting's, I ſhall preſume they are unfairly cited, {or 


if not, I'm ſure don't affect the Argument, which now 
turns upon reaſoning and not Authorities. Mr. D, 
now deſcends to Particulars: Suppofing we have a 
Succeſſion, our Orders muſt be deriv'd from St. Peter at 
Rome. Tho” there is no neceſſity for granting this (ſee 
Biſhop mit 1 Antiquities of the Britiſh Church. 
Atch Biſhop Uſber and Spellman upon the ſame Subject, 
e.) let the Man have his Way. The Papiſts deny we 
have. Orders from them; their Denyal is no Proof: If it 


was any Proof that we had no Orders from them, it 


wou'd alſo be Proof that Mr. D. had no Orders at all; 
for they deny one as well as the other; and we no 
more allow their ipſe dixit than he. My ſecond Rea. 
ſon againſt this, was, that the Evidence of Enemies is 
always held exceptionable, eſpecially when byaſs'd in 
the very Point, to which they give Teſtimony ; this 
is graciouſly allow'd. My third Reaſon is, Pope Paul 
the IV. and Cardinal Poo! will inform our Author bet- 
ter: Let him conſult the Legate's Diſpenſation granted 
at the Requeſt of the whole Nation, and extending 
as well to Orders as Benefices; and alſo Saunders de 
Schiſmate Lib. 2. p. 350. Here Mr D. I had got an 
Advantage he prizes more than any Argument. What 
Harangue is here about Fopery, and how many Infi- 
nuations againſt me! But alaſs, all is Ignorance and 
Prevarication. Mr. D. had ſaid, that the Papiſts deny 
our Orders, therefore we have none; I prov'd againſt 
the Concluſion in my firſt Anſwer to this Argument: 
Now ſuppofing the Concluſion true, it the Premiſſes 
were ſo; in this third Reaſon I deny the Premiſſes : 
The Papiſts don't deny our Orders; I therefore ſay ſo, be- 
cauſe they granted a Diſpenſation, . this argues, that 
they held our Orders to be good in the main: Now 
if they were good fo far as only to ſtand in need of 
2 Diſpenſation (which never creates or makes any Thing 
but by relaxing the rigour of Law, or Canon, excuſes 
ſome Circumſtantial Defs) at one time, namely in 
King Edward's Days, they were good alſo in Quen El- 
zaberh's. But ſays he, if they wanted a Diſpenſation in 
King Edwatd's Days they wanted one in Queen Eliza. 
beth's: So the Papiſts thought indeed, but we deny'd 
that they wanted it all. Our Argument is ad hominem 

'The Papiſts own our Orders good in the main, but in 
ſome Circumſtantials defective. We affirm this, 8 

| they 
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they 3 a Diſpenſation, which has no Place in o- 
ther Caſes, This Argument then doeh tempt to prove 
our Orders good in general, becauſe dilpens'd with, but 
good againſt their Denial, becauſe they have thus atteſt- 
ed them. N lam er | 
= As for deriving our Succeſſion from Rome, I gave Mr. 
D. as much Advantage as he pleaſedto take, and I ſhall 
content my ſelf with the Reputation of as good a Pro- 
teſtant, as A. Bp. Uſerr, Mr. Chillingſworth, and the Aſ- 
ſembly of Divines. What he adds, is very impertinent, 
and grounded upon an entire Miſtake. I 
= What follows concerning Whitaker and Full, is all bran- 
© ole, and ſadly miſunderſtood. Whitaker and Fulk renounc'd 
© all Popiſh Orders, 
= Whitaker and Full ſpoke the Senſe of the Church, not 
their own private O Ipions 3 therefore the Church re- 
nounc'd all Popiſh I had faid, that this might be 
their private Opinion, No, it was the Judgment of the Charch. 
lt ſhall be ſo then. What did they and Dr. Willet ſay? 
That the Roman Ordinal was with them of no Value, and that 
= the Biſhops not ordain'd by that Ritual were as good as thoſe 
= that were ordain'd by it. Now this muſt hold good 
ill it is prov'd, that the Roman Ordinal is neceſſary, an 
that ſuppoſing a Succeſſion muſt be, it could not be de- 
riv'd any othe# way, than by that Ordinal. Mr. D. great- 
at ly wrongs me in pretending, this is my Reaſoning : The 
Keformers did not value the Roman Ordinal, and ſpoke inde- 
= cently of their Conſecration, Therefore they receiv'd their Succeſ- 
en from th: Romaniſts; For I ſaid, that tho' they did not 
value, or uſe the Roman Ordinal, they had Succe ſſion from the 
Romaniſts. Nay, it is plain from Mr. D's own Account, 
Withat the Church of England did value Succeſſion, tho' 
: not the Derivation of it by the Roman Ordinal. For if ſhe 
did not, what occafion for Letters miſſive to the declared 
W Romiſh Biſhops at all; or what occafion for Letters miſ- 
ſire, when they refus'd, to the formerly Romiſh Biſhops, 
but then reform'd ? Any Miniſters choſen by the People, 
wou'd have done without Conſecration, This is Mr. 
D's Opinion, but by no means Dr. Whitaker's, &c. The 
FAC of Parliament which Mr. D. means, is I ſuppoſe the 
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of Q. Elz. He might alſo have told his Reader of the 
Clauſe of the Supplentes, cc. in the Queen's Patent. Let 
Any ſober Man read them, and judge whether they are Con- 
Mitut ive, or Declarattve; whether they reſpect Inveſliture and 
tber Circumſtances of the legal Eſtabliſbment, or the very Eſſence 
Vibe Orders, ll truſt them without my Comments and 
: cave 
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jeave Mr. D. and the Romany, to call the Enylifo Biſhop, 
by as many ill Names, us they can find in the Books of 


their foul mourh'd Anceſtors | 8 
We now come to the third Reaſon, Where Mr. D. ſay; 
nothing directly againſt my Anſwer, but claps a . "2 
Citations upon what he had inſiſted on before, and leave; 
it to ſhift for it ſelf," 1 pretend not to argue from Bi. 
| Burnet, farther than he is confiſtent with himſelf 
As for the firſt Citation, it plainly relates to Circum. 
ſtantials, not the Sabftance 3 does not at all mean, that 
we have broken the Succeſſion, but departed from the uſual Me. 
thod, Form, Order, or Ritual of Deriving it. What is 
brought to confirm this, regards only the Synodical Confti- 
tutions, &c. not the Eſſence of either Dofrene or Diſciple, and i 
never ſhews (as he ſays) or even pretends to ſhew, that 
we have not an ninterrupted Succeſſion. As to the Orntati Wy 
on, which ſays, that a Neceſſity eam make that no Sin, which We 
wit bout it was a very great one, and that that can eue grou Mi 
up to a regular Conſtitution, which at firſt was not only quit: 
ont FA all Rule, but no Conſtitution at all; I'm for truſting to 
the Mercies of God, and think we may fafely do it, 
whenever ſuch a Caſe happens, as he ſpeaks of, rather 
than pretending to obſerve God's Law, in direct Oppoſ . 
tion to the literal meaning of it. The Biſhop plainly ap. 
plies this laſt Paſſage to the forreign Churches, not to our 
own, tho' this I confeſs, makes no Alteration in the ge- 
neral. For if a Neceſſity can make ſuch a Proceeding | 
valid, it will make it e where: But it make 
a great Change in particular; for the Biſhop plainly in- 
timates, it was not our Caſe here. We departed from th 
Papal Canons and Ordinal, but not at all from the Subſtance of i" 
their Ordination, Mr. D. does all he can to miftake what 
mean by Form, ſometimes he will have it to be under 
Rood in a Metaphyſical Senſe, and ſometimes in a popular on: 0 
Not to expoſtulate about this Perverſeneſs with him, ea 
and to leave my Notion, if poflible, out of the Way of 
being miſunderſtood, I ſay, Orders may be given validly, th 
not & all by the ſame Form, or Ritual. Thus the Greet Wl 
Church ord ains by one Ritual, and the Roman by another; 
but if the Greek ſhould take the Roman, or the Roman i 
Greek Ritual, both would ordain as validly, as they do nou. 
The 1 ordain'd by one Ritual, and the Reformed by ane. 


from the Papal Uſages, it was a Biſhop who made a Biſhop, and 7 
4 the Succe ſſi on was not diſturb' d. Mr. D. gives up hi! & : 
Friend Ward, He ſays, he has nothing to do with hs I 


. 
bis Purpoſe; they were good in bis Eyes. Thus Controverſies in 
Religion are manag'd like Tryals at Law, and Evidence 
from any Mouth good, it the other fide is not diligent e- 
nough to obviate it. . As 

But ſtill we are not right, for tho our Orders came from 
Rome indiſputably, Rome was Anti-chriſtian, and therefore 
could not give true Orders. Here I diſtinguiſht upon the 


ic Word Anti- chriſtian, and ſaid it muſt either ſignify corrupt, 

or as it literally imports, ſo oppoſite to Chriſt, as to deny the 
«7 Perſon we believe in, to he the Chriſt. This later fignificati- 
1 


on will do Mr. D. no Service, for tho! Rome is greatly cor - 


1 
85 
N 
2 
5 4 X 
8 
5 2 
iy 
85 
£ * 
< 
get 
«$4 
a> +0) 
FE»: 
3 — 
IAN 
WPF. 
1 
$55.9 
3587 
. 
et. 
— My 
2-4 
3% 
— 5 
VG 
3 
© SH 
3h, 
St - 
2-1 
I 
8 
7 
75 


e. rupt, it is not uniyerſally and diametrically oppoſite to Chriſt, 
is We muſt therefore take it in the 2 0 Senſe, Rome was cor- 
ſti.  rupt, therefore can't give good Orders. Now if Corruption 
nd deſtroys the Power ot giving Orders, it deſtroys it as well in 


che People, as in the Biſhops. It deſtroy'd it as well in the 
Apoſtolical Churches, as in the Modern, for the Ser. tells us, 
chat they were corrupt. If Corruption, taken in general, 
BS deſtroys this Power; then any Degree of it deſtroys it. IF 
ſo, we muſt find a Church free from all Corruption imma- 
culate, before we can find valid Orders, or a Power of deri- 
ving them. If the deriving Orders may conſiſt with ſome 
Corruptions in a Church, we deſire to know what are the 
Bounds and Limits of Corruption, where it effects this Pow- 
er, and where not. Theſe are proper Inquiries, and when an. 
ſwered, will naturally lead to ſhew the Fallacy of this Argu- 
ment. I defire therefore, that the ow: Anti- chriſtian] may 
be put into plain Engliſh, and I may have the Opportunity 


ge- of arguing in Terms not ambiguous and ohſcure. I'm per- 
ling ſwaded the Iſſue will be in favour of my ſelf, and the Aſ- 


embly of Divines ; and that tho' we don't allow the Romih 
Corruptions to deſtroy this Power, we ſhall not be eſteem'd 
Perſors prejudic'd to the Papal Cauſe. Now theſe Corrupy 
tions Mr. + ſays, either deſtroy the Power, or we are Schiſma- 
Picks. To have prov'd this Point, Mr. P. ſhould. have made 

it appear, that there can be no Cauſe of Separation, if the 
Church from which we ſeparate has a Power of giving valid 
orders. Surely I can't be miſunderſtood here, leaving the 


him, Z andid Reader to diſcern the Prevarication us'd in this Argu- 
y of nent, I propoſe, that it be conſidered by my Adverſary, whbes 


— 
% 


* +11 her the Roman Church was ſo corrupt, as to have forfeited all 
* Power of giving Orders; and whether, ſuppoſe ſhe was not 
„, we muſt be Schiſmatics in departing from her. Both theſe 

Things, he as yet has but aſſerted, and that not only in oppo- 
tion to me, but the generality of great Men, aud reform'd 
ocies abroad, who have lamented the want of Orders from 


y ano. he Papiſts, and endeayoyr'd to procure them. | 
nt of i Mr. H. ſays, 4 virtuous Son may As; cend from 4 vicious Parent, 
„ this be anger that the bo 6d pot Sither bis Vie or by 
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ons to Rome. 7 
He might alſo have found ſtrenuous Contenders for Succe.“ 
fion among the Reform'd, who aſſert and deny the Validity om 
Lay-Baptiſms. He might have found in the modern Controj 
 vertiſty, Directions to Antiquity upon this Point. He might? 
have ſeen how the Parties in theſe Diſputes ſolv'd the Difticull 
ties obje&ed to each other. It was a great Omiſſion to level 
this Argument againſt the Papiſts, without taking Notice, tha 
they have a Rule and Practice among them, of inquiring ino 
this very Particular, in every Perſon to be ordain*d ; and, 
don't admit any Lay-Baptiſms in the Candidates for Or 
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Vice from bis Parents. Granting this, he had his Humanity, 
by the appointment of God from him. So a good Miniſter 


hath not his Virtues and Graces from Men, but God; tho' 
the Miniſterial.Office is, (according to Mr. P. who is con - 

tending about the human Conveyance) convey'd by Men at 
the appointment of God. My Parallel then is, that a bad 
Miniſter may as well be the Inſtrument of conveying Power 
Miniſterial from God, as a bad Man may be the Means? 
of conveying Humanity to another. But it Corruption de- 
feats the Conveyance, does it not defeat it in the People, a3 
well as in the Miniſtry ? Was there not a time, when the Peo- 


ple were Idolatrous, as well as the Prieſts, and if Idolatry 


made a Forfeiture in one, why not in the other? An idols jt 
trous Biſhop is ſtill a Biſhop, and as ſuch can convey Orders, 
The 123 High-Prieſt was always eſteem' d High-Prieſt, 
ho' idolatrons ; and our Author may remember, that Martia BY 
u and Baſilides were not accounted no Biſhops, becauſe ido- | 
latrous, but on the contrary even ſuppoſed ſuch, otherwiſe the) 


had not heen depos'd. 


Mr. P. objeaed Lay-Baptiſmgin the Church of Rome, «iu 


Interruptions of this Succeſſion. I granted that Lay-Baptiſns | 


prov'd.in the Church of Rome, and admitted in the Perſon of FA 
one ordain'd a Biſhop, did interrupt the Succeſhon, and yet: 
deny'd it was interrupted, becauſe he could not prove the 
Fact, and only ſuppos d it. He banters upon this, and is f. 
fended that I repreſent him as diſcovering a great want of reading, 
&c. init. I'm oblig'd ſo far to do my ſelf Juſtice, as to diſco þY 
ver his Ignorance. Now of thoſe who contend for a Suceeſſ./ 


on, there are ſome, who aſſert, and ſome who deny the Val. 
dity of Lay-Baptiſm. The Papiſts authorize Lay-Baptiſm, ÞY 


and yet Mr. D, aſſures us, that they are all in all for Sueceſſ. 
on, and that no Body can be for it, without ſtrong Inclinati-y 


\ 


ders. 


Mr. D. fays, that tho* Swppoſitions can't defeat Titles, yet | 
en theſe poſſible Defects ſuppoſa d no Man can be ſafe, thatht: na 
Poſſeſſion of this Succeſſion. I'll venture to fay, he may eithe 
be ſafe, notwithſtanding theſe poſſible Defects, or he nevi 
can. For all Title is only probability, and all ur © | 
| : * ; adn 
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admits of Defeaſance; therefore, according to H. all Title b 
unſafe. I believe, that Perſon would be deem'd a Fool by all 
Men, who would like no Title, but one that is not poſſible 
to be defeated : For poſſibility of Defeaſance is no Argument 
that it is defeated 3 and the ſame weighty Reaſon might deter 
a Man from eating for fear of Poiſon, or dwelling in the open 
Air, leaſt the Sky ihould fall upon him: For there alſo are 
Poſſibilities. He concludes, that the Suppdfition of this Caſe u 
enough for him, and yet in the ſame Pages allows, that Titles 
are not to be ſet afide by Suppoſttions but Falls. Mr. D. ſays 
(which indeed, is not much to the purpoſe) that the Aaroni- 
cal Succeſſion was interrupted. I find M .Selden of another 
Opinion, and I can ſee nothing of it in the Scriptures. I 
fancy Mr. D. never underſtood the Nature of this Deriyation, 
or Succeſſion. I hope, if this Point is N worth any 
eſt, FS Perſon's Notice, who ſhall anſwer me, that he'fl favour the 
tia· World with Mr. D's Notion of it. Td 
do: The Hereſies, Sthijms, &c. are a Gordian Knit not to be loos'd 
he) by my weak Efforts. When in order to ſolve theſe Difficulties, 
I oppoſefhim a the Eccleſiaſtical Rule, he ſays, I cunningly 
„ a ſuppoſe the thing in Queſtion, Here he miſtakes ; for 1 don't 
iſm athrm that, if they maintain the Epiſcopal Succeſſion in general; 
but that if there were Biſhops among the Hereticks, who 
went off from the Church, and if theſe Biſhops purſu'd the 
old Method of ordaining others; then the Church deem'd the 
Perſons fo ordain'd capable of holding their reſpe&ive Stations 
and Dignities in the Church. But if their Ordinations were 
either Presbyterian, or Enthufiaſtic, they did not own them. 
Here Mr. P. is as witty as a Libe ine. What, has Presby- 
1-8 terian Hereſy more Force and Power to defeat Orders, than Epiſce- 
tiſm pal, &c. He is ſcarce ever volatile, except extravagant, and 
ceſſ. generally lets fly before he ſees the Mark. It is not the ſim- 
inat: ple Hereſy of one which affects more than that of ths 
other, but another Circymſtance. Suppoſing one ardain'd by 
uccel a Biſhop, and one pretending to Orders from a Presbj ter, 
ity a were both Arians. The Church upon reconciliation can ad- 
mit them bath, notwithſtanding they had been Arian; but 
8 would have refus'd the one as a Miniſter, becauſe he had not 
Orders as he ought to haye had them. Can it be a wonder 
o this knowing Man, that the one ſhould be received becauſe 
entirely reccnelf d, and the other not, becauſe til] perſiſting 
in an Error, or a Crime? Thus all the Raillery is nothin; 
but 2 Blunder, and the poor Man was wicked, and attemp- 
ted to be witty, at his own expence, Mr. Y. proceeds to 
new, that my Obſervation is fa le, that the Church did not 
et of oft comm them capable of bolding their reſpedive ien; who bad 
i; ny departed from the Church, and were reconcil'd. To this Mr. B. 
objecks, that when Conſtantine order d 16 and his Accompli- 
ee Nees to be admitted, lene rhs', ſaying that it was 725 
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the learhed Mr. P. I ſuppole. The Tranſlation of x«eg-0c WW 
Eee Which I have given [{fter receiving Impoſition of 
ands is enibracd, 1 find by Du Pin; but the learned Mf. 
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fible for theſe, who had once. rejefted the Faith, and were andthe 


„ 


matig d to be entirely admitted again to their Degrees in the 


Church. Here you may obſerve (eſpecially if you collate Aha. 
naſius (Ed. Bened, Tom. i. pt. i. p. 178.) with Socrates) that 
whereas I ſpoke of a capacity of being reſtor'd to their Degrees by 
reconciliation, he ſpeaks of their being rejusd, becauſe they would 
not reconcile themſelves. (2.) Conſtantine ſpeaks of nothing that 
appears, but Lay-Communion ; Mr. D. ſays, Athanaſius re- 

d to admit them entirely to their Degrees in the Church. (3.) 
There are no ſuch Words as [ admit them entirely to their De- 
gree in the Church? but thele [| that they ſhould be received up. 


on their return.) (4.) The Word vis I preſume is a falſe read- 


ing, it ought to be ifs. For it is not true, that it was im. 
p4/ible to receive returning Penitents; but it was the conſtant 
Diſcipline of the Primitive Church, not to receive them imme: 
mately, Now let Mr. D. and his Friends triumph in this Ci- 


tation. | 13 
The Caſe of the Melitians is remarkably againſt Mr. P. 


For tho? the Council of Nice would neither have admitted bim 


nor thoſe ordained by him, to their reſpective Stations in the 
Church, it doth not follow, but that they might have done it, 


if they would. (2.) Tho? the Council cenſured Melitius, 6 
Mr. D. reports, they admitted the Orders of ſome of theſe ordain d A 
by bim, as u plain from the ſame Page of Socrates, which h: 
Cites, Does not this prove, what I aſſerted, that Hereticks and 
Schiſmatics were capable upon reconciliation, of Holding their re- 


ſpective Stations. The 19 Canon of the Council of Nice is more 


to my Purpoſe than Mr. D. imagin'd, but ſince the illuſtration 


of it is ſomething critical and nice, and the Reaſon of it not He- #7 
reſy alone, but a Defect in Baptiſm ; I will not inſiſt upon it,, 
but make uſe of what he has been ſo kind as to cite for me, 
namely Canen 8. Now this Canon decrees, not that che N- 
vatians ſhould be ordain'd (this is a Blunder of the Magdebur- 7 | 
genſes and Mr. D.) but that they ſhall be received upon their Re. 
pentance by Impolition of Hands, a Cerimony uſual in receiving 4 : 
Penitents, as well as ordaining Miniſters. Balſamon and Zona FR 
ras exactly agree with this Account; and I only deſire the 


Reader to conſult the Canon and theſe Commentators upon it. 
(Bp. Beveridge's Synodicon. Vol. I. p. 68 and 69.) Notwith- 
ſtanding that the Centuriators have been ſo favourable to Mr. 


D. in giving an Account of this Canon, and put ſome things 5 


in, which they neyer found in the Original, he has been 


fored upon an interpolation of his own, namely the inſerting F 


theſe Words [| but if any of them were ordain d by the Cath bi 


lics, they ſhall remain without Ordination. ] This is fair dealing 
| ' Theſe Words are no where to be met with, except in 
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„Jem tranflates it thus. [The Syhod decrees, that they 
who are ordain'd ſhall continue in the Clergy, ] Take the Ca- 
. von under any Interpretation, but Mr. D's which is inconſi- 
tent and interpolated, and it ſpeaks for my Affertion. 
I) pe Council of Eliberis (J inſiſt not upon his Chronology) 
4 in the 51 Canon has nothing to do with the Matter betbre 
at! us, and is very far from being to Mr. D's Purpoſe : For it 
e. does not decree, that they ſhall not be reſtor'd to their mmiſte- 
.) na Dignity, who being of the Clergy felt into Hereſy; but it de- 


e- 5 trees that thiſe who had falln into Hereſy before Ordination, ſnowld 
p. not be erdain d; and if any who were Heretics before Ordination 
bad been ordain d, that th-y ſhould be depos'd. 


heA | , determines no- 
thing concerning thoſe who are ordain'd, but thoſe who ſeem 
to be ordained. The 2d Citation from the Ep. to P: mperms is 
very unfortunately cited, if it ſignifies any thing. For the 
Council condemns their Baptiſm; but this Paſlige of the Epi- 
ſtle gives a Limitation, and ſays, that thoſe who were baptiz d 
in the Catholic Church, before they fell into Hereſy, are 


The Authority of the Council of Carthage 


Z may alſo be admitted for all we find. But ſuppoſe they were 


that Ep. which Mr. D. cites, the 72 to Pope Stephen, he tells 
him his Opinion, that thoſe who being ordain d, had ſcandaliz'd 
and diſturbd the Church, were not fit to be reſtor d to the ſame 
2 Opportunity of deing Miſchief ;, but then in the cloſe of this Epiſtle 
be adds: We lay no Force uon any one, or preſcribe this Law to 
e- bim; for as much as every 55 1 Jt 
78 Fa Government of his Church, and is to give an Account to Gia 
I added, that where the Ordination was pretended ſrom a 
Presbyter only, or an Enthuſiaſt, the Church did not own 


ES thority of one Father or Council, nor produces any Inſtance: 
He imagines he has gotten an Advantage over me, and af- 
firms with Socrates and the Centuriators, bat Iſchyras was ne- 
ver in Holy Orders, therefore what I ſaid of bis Orders being e- 
ſeem d null is triſting. It is trifling to talk with ſuch a 
Man. I ſaid that Orders pretended to be conferr'd by one 
who was Enthuſiaſtical, as Manes, and had no Epiſcopal 


been by Power, were eſteem'd void, and if any Perſons ſo ordain'd 
rting return'd, the Church never accounted them ordain'd. He 


as Manes did not return. The ſame I affirmed of ſuch as 
pretended Orders from a Presbyter only, ſuch as Iſchras. 
Al bis Anſwer it, that Iſchyras was no Presbyter. Suppoſe this, 
my Propoſition is as good as ever. I've only miſtaken in my 
2 Inſtances. But it is Socrates, the Centuriators, and Mr. P. 
who are miſtaken. Iſchyras bad pretended Orders from W 
_ | 6s 


not to be baptiz'd.upon their return; their Orders therefore 


3 not admitted, this was only St. Gyprzan's Rule for Africa, and 
what he alſo obſerved with limitation. Thus in the End o' 


;ſhop has his own free Judgment in 


it. Io this he ſays nothing pertinent, pretends not the Au- 
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[ 62 ] 
thus, he was degraded from bis pretended  Epiſcopate, in a Synod 
at LN Hoſius was preſent, and all ordaived y 
him return'd to their formar Lf ition. This and muc 
more to the ſame Purpoſe, Mr. V. might have read in Atha- 
705 (Tem. 1. pt. 1. p. 190, Cc.) Nor is this the Evidence 
of Athanaſius, or of one Man only, but it is part of a Letter 
from the Presbyters and Deacons of Mareotis to th: Synod, and 
Part {a Certificate from the ſame Presbyters and Deacons to Phi- 
lagrius, Cc. My Confeſſion that there is a Breach of Union, muſt 
zpfer, be ſays a Breach of Succeſſion. Here is a great deal of 
Puzzle about this, I will therefore ſettle it before I conſider 
bis Authorities, Ge. If Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons go off 
from the Church: They either ordain others in their Schiſm, 
or they do not. If they do not, the Schiſm is extin& with 
them. If they do, and they are reconcil'd to the Church, 
the Church either admits them to exerciſe their Functions, or 


not. If not, here is a ſtop put to all their Proceedings, and 


care is taken to rectiſy what has paſsd; if ſhe does admit 
-them, the A& of thoſe, which was not authoritatiye before, is 
now ratify'd and confirm d. Y . 

Trophi mus was a Lapſer, therefore this Inſtance does not con- 
cern me, unleſs Mr. D. can ſuppoſe that thoſe, who fell from 
Chriſtianity were concern d at the ſame time in providing Mini- 
ſters for the Church. Mr. D. might have ſeen another Inſtance, 
even Vidor in the Synadical Ep. to Fidus, and in the Synodical 
Ep. to the People of Aftarga, &c. he might have found the Lay. 


ſers admitted to Penangeabut depriv'd of Orders by the Deere 
0 


of Cornelius and all 


. 


| er Biſhops. The 67th Apoſtalical 
Canon is the only thing Mr. D. brings, which has any Force, 
and even that muſt be interpreted with great reſtrictions. 

The Heretics there hinted were ſuch as had not the ſame 
Lord, and the ſame God with dun f atholics 3 Perſons who 
had corrupted the very Fountain; and there is no doubt to 
be made but that others were us d with leſs rigour, tho' theſe 
were cenſur d ſo ſeverely ; nay St. Cypriay, is of the ſame Mind 
with this Canon, as we have ſhew'd before, intimates that o- 
ther Biſhops did atherwiſe, It is certain the Diſcipline of the 


Church was different at different times. From the reception 


of the Clergy into their reſpective Dignities at their return, 
Which was very frequent; "I the Depoſition of them all 
after their return, which was as frequent; and from the Ca. 
nons of Councils, which determine both ways, it is certain, 
there was a Capacity or Power, if the Church thought fit 
Authorities only 


and this is all I contend for. All! Ir. D's 


h 
prove, that the Church did not admit the Capacity in ſeyeral 
Caſes. I have no where ſaid, that the Perſons falling into He. 
reſy, Oc. after Orders, or ordained in Hereſy, Cc. were al 
ways, or mult be admitted upon their return, but I ſaid they 
were capable of it. Innocent determin'd both ways, as 2 0 
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may ſee in Du Pin (Cent. 5. p. 70.) Thus Can. 71. ef the African 
Code, the Donat iſts are to be received ; the ſame Canon in the 
Concluſion ſpeaks of a Tranſmarine Council, which had de- 
creed otherwiſe. St* Cyprian himſelf we find receiving Maxi- 
mus (Ep. 49. p. 93+) and when he ſpeaks againſt the Novatians, 
he makes a wide Diſtinction between them and other Heretics. 
Sozomen gives Inſtances of this (p. 347 and 349.) My Point 
then is clear, I ſuppoſe, that the Orders given by heretical Bj. 
ſhops were ſo far good, as that if the Chureh pleas'd, the He- 
retics upon their return exercis'd their reſpective Functions, 
without any new Character. W To . 2 
All Mr. D. ſays, is admitted; but his Conſequence, that 
when a Breach of Union is, there is, a Breach of Succeſhon 
is not. Suppoſe what Novatian did, was held valid, how do 
his Ordinations enter the Succeſſion ? If his Baptiſms were 
deny'd, why will Mr. D. ſuppoſe them admitted? If he pro- 
pagated his Schiſm a long. time, why muſt Mr. D. ſuppole 
that it mixt and incorporated with thoſe from whom he ſe- 
parated. How can it enter into his Thoughts, that St. pri- 
an, &c. ſo warm againſt his Aminiſtrations, ſhould ſuffer any 
of them to be allow'd ? But after all, let Mr, D. take whes 
ther Side he pleaſes, that of Cornelzus, or Novatian, and prove 
us concerned in it, otherwiſe we muſt enjoy what he can't de- 


feat. Nouatian may be own'd as bad as can be, his Acts inva- 


lid, and neither ſupply'd nor confirm'd; let Mr. D. now 
prove, that we are in this Succeſſion, that we derive from him, 
we may be for all be kn:ws. It is ſcarce probable. An here- 
tical People or Paſtors, may have given him Power, for all I 
1 but he'll expect I ſhow'd prove it, and with very good 
eaſon. | N 
Our Succeſſion can't be broke by Suppoſitions. But Fas 
of Hereſy and Schiſm, notoriouſly prov'd and condemm d, will 
break it, Right. But where is Mr. D's Proof? Novatian 


and his Party was condemn'd. Therefore the Church of England 
Vas no Succeſſion. A terrible Hiatus in this Argument! It ſhou'd 
= have been prov'd, that we deſcended from Novatian ! but it 
is much eaſier to ſuppoſe that. This had been Fact of He- 
reſy and Schiſm prov'd againſt us. | 


We have now ſeyeral Pages of Citations (which I ſhall 


take upon Credit, becauſe imperinent) to prove our Succeſſion 
broken by Simm. I defire it may be conſidered, that all 
Crimes to which the Law denounces Puniſhment, are ſuppos' d 
by that Law to be proy'd, and the Perſon charg'd with them 


to be convicted, before the Puniſhment is to take Place. In 


| the Caſe before us then, it ſhon'd not only have been aſſerted 
| by Platina, and others, that theſe Popes were guilty of ſuch 
Crimes, but alſo prov'd, that they were try'd, convicted, and 
| ſentenc'd according to Law, before that Nullity which the 
| Law dechares can take Place upon them, or affect others. 


How 


— 


— cb 


. - . ——— — - 
* : 2 : SL = 
w 6. LIE. . , — * — centns 7 bes 1 — 
— 2 9 - x ea — > ens meg 2 
— — — — . 2 E one 
pp ESSE ——. —— . — 
— 4 - N — — — > — 1 » — 3 t 
* * * 
N "yy * we Ha, w 5 


— — 


* ” —— — 
* — "FI 2% 
— A 


— wi a... at 

— —_— ——— — —_ 20 — 

— — = * 2 2 aw 
2 — — 


— 


— — PRs 
r PEI 


— 


F< 
— — — 2 


=" B 
—_— Mg. . : 
wy 
. 


pride iO =; a 3 
— * i e 


"x 


"x" 3 4 R 
3 3 ITN = 
. * _ __— N * 
CR 2322 wr. AS 2 


* 


OI 
"Fx 


25 EO] = 
— — r 
6 

— — 


— r 


== 


b II oo Ire nf ey rey — — * 
— — 1 
323 


Py 
> 5. — — 


XS. A—- p Pg 
. ²˙ tn nt cn eg orgs 
— —— I; — — —— — 


e n 
— > > — 
Pry Cr 


Tray 


rn ee 


_ py wy N , >; 3 ——— dts or — 
; . "IP 7 ” 2 | 4 a 
o * — 
8 # , 
- . v — * 
. "i g ' ' 
* 

& * 

4 . 4 
* 


How miſerable wou d the Caſe of a Heathen be, who deſiring 


Chriſtianity, ſnou'd be initiated by one, who own'd the Mi. 
niſtry, but did not believe the Religion : Or df a Chriſtian, 
ho receiv'd all Ordinances from a Perſon ſecretly guilty. of 
many Crimes, which would amount to Depolttion, if he 
was convicted: In what a Condition wou'd theſe Perſons be, 


if the yery doing thoſe things, which the Law had ſubjected 


to forfeiture, did affect them io, before known, or proy'd, as 
Mr. D. ſuppoſes I muſt repeat what I ſaid before upon this 
Matter. Tho' a Crime be never ſo great, the Criminal has 


a right to his Tryal, the Effect of the Law can't take Place 


before Proof of the Guilt, and after all, if the only Authority 
will connive 3 who has a Power to 3 I will ſet down 
what the Argument ſhould be in order to conclude, and leave 


it with Mr. D's Friends to be prov'd. A Simoniacal Biſhop 


convia and condemn'd, can convey no Minſterial Power: 
A Biſhop convict and condemned of Simony has pretended 


to convey it; this has enter'd into the Succeſſion and broke 


it. Ergo. Till theſe ſeveral Propoſitions are prov'd Simony, 


no way affects us. The ſame might be ſaid of Hereſy, 
Schiſm, Ce. Abiatbar was as much a Traitor before, as after 
his Conviction, and yet as truly a Prieſt, as if he had been 
loyal. Judas was as much an Apoſtle, as if he had not been 
a Devil. The idolatrous Prieſtzamong the Jews had as good 
a Right to their Office, as the beſt Men that ever wore the 
Ephod. Why God in his Wiſdom has permitted it to be ſq, 
I know not, except to try whether the People will revere 
his Ordinances under the greateſt Diſcouragements. 

Mr. D. gives us ſomething he had forgot in his Sermon; The 
Caſe of Lay-adeprivations. I cowd wiſh he had forgot it here 


alſo; For he appears a perte& Stranger to the Writings and 


Practice of thoſe who inſiſted upon it, the moſt, and who 
have wrote againſt-it the beſt. Therefore leaving him and his 


Friends to conſider this Point better, I ſhall proceed. to that 
eternal Confuſion, which is to be met with in the firſt Links 


of the Chain. Not troubling my Reader with adjuſting 
Matters of Form betwixt me and my Adverſary, I affirm'd, 
that this Succeſſion was clear, aud ſtood thus. (1.) Linus. 
(2.) Cletus or Anengetus. (3.) And Clemens. The Teftimny if 
Irenzus is commonly urg d, ſays Mr. D. for this. It runs thus: 
The bleſſed Apeſtles deliver d the Miniſtry of the Epiſcopate to Li 
nus. Againſt this, he brings the following Objections. He 
did not ay, they ordain'd him, but that they deliver'd the Mi- 
niſtry of the Epiſcopate to him. This is the ſame thing; and 
Euſebius underſtood it fo, for (Lib. 5. c«6.) giving an Account 
of the Succeſſion of the R '99an Biſhops, he cites this Paſſage 
from lrenaus (Lib. 3. c. 3. p. 232. Ed, Feuard.) I will there. 
fore ſuppoſe he thought them ordain'd, whoſe Ordinations he 
had before ſpoken of, and Linus being oi gf the 3 
Ss; din 
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dain'd as well as the reſt; (2.) This is 4 Report of Irenaus 
near an bundred Tears after. Notwithſtanding this, it was 


n. Wi cſteemed fo well grounded, that he ventur'd to lay the Streſs 
of of his Cauſe upon it againſt the Heretics (ſee the Place) 
he and Enſebins who had all the Opportunities imaginable, is 
ze, content with this Authority alone. Beſides, this ſame hun- 


© dred Years Tradition might come down by one Hand ex- 
celuſive, from St. John to Polycarp, and fo to Irenæus. Now 
renæus his great Maſter Polycarp was at Rome, and had the 
beſt Opportunity of informing himſelf, that could be. (3.) 
Irenæus does not ſay that the Apoſtle Peter ordain d him, but 
the Apoſtles in general, as if he was ia doubt and did not 


1 = know. whos lrenæus will ſnew any one, that Mr. D. never 
've ſaw this Paſſage in his Book: For he ſpeaks not of the A- 
op poſtles in general, but of St. Peter and St. Paul, and let 
er: who will ordain him, it is certain theſe Apoſtles would not 
led have committed to him the care of the Church, if he had 


not been ordain'd. I will help Mr. D. to another Obje- 
& Rion like the Former. Irenxus does not ſay that Linus was 


0 validly baptiz d, or by whom, which is a main Point: For 
ter Wit we can't prove him a Chriſtian, how can we make him 
een 2 Miniſter? To make this Matter till more difficult, Mr. 
een D. gives us a Sketch of a ſpurious interpolated Piece, the 
od Apoſtolical Conſtitutions : Ot the Church of Rome, Linus 

the Son of Claudia, was fir ſt ordain d by Paul, contrary, ſays 


Mr.. D. to Irenzus, who affirms that the bleſſed Apoſtles deli- 
ere ver d the Miniflry to Linus, Well then (delivering the Mi- 

Iniſtry) is the ſame as ordaining, otherwiſe how are theſe two 
The contrary to one another? Is not Mr. D. contrary to himſelf, 
to make ordaining and delivering the Miniſtry the ſame 


0 Þ Things here, and different Things a little before; but if 
who the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions will do nothing for him, Eu- 
bis bus will: For Euſebius deſtroys both theſe Evidences. A 
that ſtrange brave Man! by one Authority, to deſtroy the Evi. 
inks dence of two, contrary to one another. After the Death o 
ting Peter and Paul, Linus was firſt choſ en by Tot, to tbe Bi- 
nd. ſboprick cf Rome. Te log AN Tw inioxzory; Here he 
1, diſcovers his Knowledge of Sophiſtry and his want of Gram. 
yy of nar together, He takes an Adyantage of an Homomymy 
us: ve a is as often ugd, for obtains ſimply, as obtains by Lot. 


ITE [ could produce Iſæus and Plato, &c. For this, but omitting 
He tbeſe uncommon Books, the LXX will afford Examples enough 
Ai. of this Kind. He tranſlates the Word like a Verb paſſive, 
and whereas it is Verbum medium. There, one ſays, the bleſſed 


Apoſtles deliver'd the Miniſtry to Linus, another, that Paul or- 


Foun dain'd Linus firſt; a Third, that neither is true, for after the 
here. ( £22 Martyrdom of Peter and Paul, he was choſen to the Biſbop- 
« he ick by Lot. Now if he was was choſen after the Death of Pe- 


ter and Paul, he could not be ordain'd by them in their life 
— 1 Time, 
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H. for Cletus, Anencletus and Anacletus, are only different 


of Rome, becauſe he ordain'd him? f Peter ordain'd Cle. 


naming them. Such were, as he goes on, Timothy at E- 


on'd this very Article of the Succeſſion imp 


| Biſhop in an (5) Ep. Dedic. to the Biſhop of London, pleads, 


ing them that Prelacy was a lawful Government; upon thele 
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Time. This whole Matter is eaſily recondil'd : St. Pau ot. 
dain'd Linus according to the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. - St. 
Peter and St. Paul deliver'd the publick Miniſtry to him, 
according to Mr. D. and according to Euſebius he was in 
Poſleſſion and Exerciſe of it in Rome after the Death of 
Peter and Paul. Mr. H. ſays Linus was firſt; Aneneletus ſecond 
and Clemens the third; Epiphanius, ſays Cletus, not Anenclety 
or Anacletus was ſecond : Yes, and herein he agrees with Mr, 


22 e 


ed 


Names of the ſame Perſon. Tertullian ſays, Clemens wa; 
firſt after Peter; he ſays nothing of firſt or laſt : Bua tha 
Clement, whom every body knows to have been Biſhop of Rome, 
was ordain d by Peter, not plac'd in the See by him, as is ſail 
of Polycarp ar Smyrna by St. John. But Mr. D. ſays, i 
Peter ordain d Clemens, be could not deliver the _— t 
Linus; Why not? muſt he needs give him the Biſhoprick 
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mens firſt, Paul could net ordain Linus firſt, What could 
not Paul ordain Linus, becauſe Peter had ordain'd Clement? 
Nor is it contrary to Dr, Eachard, tho Peter ordain d Clemens 
that Linus ſhould ſucceed Peter, and Clemens Paul; but it 
Peter ordain'd Clemens, then he could not ordain Linus 00 
to be Biſhop of the {ame Church at the ſame Time, It is no 
where ſaid that he did: Euſebius ſays, Mr. D. confeſſes it 
difficult to ſay, who were the certain Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, 
Here he ſtops, but Euſebius proceeds; — except thoſe 
whom we eaſily gather to have been ſuch by the Apoſtles 


— 
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pheſus, Titus at Crete Linus the firſt, and Clemens the 
third Biſhop at Rome, (a)The Centuriators, Mr. D. ſays, reck: 

Mible to be re- 
concild. The Centuriators don't ſay ſo, but Were nequeat] 
which at leaſt wants a little of impoſſible. What Dr. £Z«- 
chard ſays, is only his Teſtimony taken from the ſame Au- 
thors, we have before conſider d. Biſhop Stillingfleet's Cha- 
rater I eſteem as good as Mr. D. can repreſent it, that 
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that he wrote the Irenicum in his younger Years ; that the 
Time when it was written, was before the Church was ree⸗ 
ſtabliſh'd- that the Deſign of it was to gain upon Diſlenters, 
by overthrowing the jus Divinum of Presbytery, and ſhew: 


Accounts ſays he, my Superiors made Allowances for the 


— 


we ' _ : N — 


(a) Mr. D. might have been ſo fair as to mention, or con- 
ſider Ruffinus and Dr. Barrow upon this Point 

88 b) Prefixt to a Ordination Sermon, preach'd March 5: 
1664. | DEL LOS i Wb» 
5 Scepti- 


; ' 
| 6 7 
1 
. — ; 


ot- ¶ Scepticalneſs, and injudiciouſneſs. of my Youth, and the Pre- 
St. judices of my Education. But further, ſuppoſing this Book 
im, not retracted; What is the Intent of the Biſhop: in it? not 
into preclude a Succeſhon of Miniſters, but a certain Form 
of of Government. I have now run through the whole String 
ond of Mr. D's Objections, tho I might have ſav'd my ſelf the 
tu WW Trouble. He traces our Succeſſion from Rome through No- 
Mr. I vatian and the corrupt Popes, Now there is the greateſt Pro- 


ent bability imaginable, that we had Biſhops in Brztain before 
war Novatian, and it is Hat when Auſtin the Monk came hither 
that he found our Cuſtoms different from what we plainly find 
me, Rome had held from the Times of 7/;#or and long before. 
ſaid Could we be polluted by that Fountain, from which we 
„did not flow, or from that Fountain whieh was pure when 
e we came from it? He regulates our Diſcipline by the Ca- 


nons of Carthage: Could provincial Synods not made, or 


Cle. WE received by us, affect us? | 

2uld WE After ſome Triumphs upon the vanquiſh'd Adverſaries, he 
ant? ſays; I have wrong d him in ſaying he affirms the Succeſſion 
ens i i-poſſible, becauſe it may fail; for he ſays it is impaſſible 
> if becauſe it has fail'd. I ſuppoſe he means @ broken Chain cant 
2 | be a whole one. Now this is begging the Queſtion ; I haye 
no aſſerted that the Chain is whole, and anſwer'd all his Ar- 
s it guments to the contrary : He then ſays it is uncertain. No 
Hes, more, ſo than any other Title, or many Things that muſt 
hoſe be admitted. It is a fair Probability, and the Caſe ad- 
tles mits no more: This might have been ſaid againſt the Aaro- 
t E- nieal Succeſſion. He owns it, and ſays, the Aarenical Succeſ- 
s the en was broken. Mr. Selden will not allow this, and it is 
teck: plain Mr. D. did not underſtand the Nature of this Suc- 
re: ceſſion. He ſuppoſed it to be deriy'd in a Line of Primo- 
zeat] I geniture and Proximity; but in the Scripture he will find 
Ed: Nit ty'd to a Family only, and not to ſuch and ſuch a Rule 


Wot Succeſſion. in that Family : So that tho' it might gene- 
pally paſs in the Way of Inheritance, where it did not, there 
Was no Breach in the Succeſhon. | 


eads, Ibe Succeſſion laſtly, is popiſp; Againſt this, what can be 
t the aid? This is to alarm weak Heads, and fright well mean» 
; ree+ Ning Men out of their Religion and their common Senſe : 
nters, ut Mr. D. does not underſtand his Weapon, and pretends 
ſuew : to give Reaſons, where it had been his Buſineſs only to be 
theſe in with the Paſſions. It is popiſh (I.) becauſe the Papiſds aſs 


ert it; this proves too much. It will from this follow, 
That the Scriptures are popiſh'; for the Papiſts aſſert them 
2) It is the Source of al papal Errors, eſpecially their Domi- 
pation and lording it over the People, their diſpenſing with the 
Vid of Gad &. Can Mr. b. be in earneſt now? Can he 
Think, that the Way and Manner of deriving their pre- 
W-adcd Power is the Cauſe of their evil Actions, not the 
4 ; 1 | Power 


> 


Power it ſelf, of which they are poſſeſs'd? Does he pot 
remember what he has told us from the Rights of thz 
Chriſtian Church, that the Election of the People continu'd iy 
Rome in ſelf till 1174, and how many Monſters of Popes be 
has found out in Platina befcre that Time? If I knew any 
harm in the Succeſſion, I ſhould quickly reje& it; but after 
the moſt mature Thought, I believe it's Accuſers will be 
fore'd to ſay as Pilate did to the Jews: Take ye it and 
crucify it, for I find no Fault in it. To look up to Jeſus 
the great Biſhop of our Souls, who was ſent by the Fs. 
ther; to the Apoſtles ſent by him with a Power of ſending 
others: To the Martyrs. and Confeſſors, their Succeſſors in 
Purity as well as Office; to the many corrupt and wicked 
Miniſters, Their Succeſſors in. Office, tho? not in Purity, 
is a great Inducement to Paſtors with all Courage and 
Conſtancy, Patience and Humility, Caution and Diligence 
to attend upon their Cure. On the other Hand to find, 
that Election of the People, which was not from the Be. 
ginning, which was never conſtitutive, but purely humane, 
attended with ſuch Tumult and Confuſion, that the civil 
State could not be fate, while it ſtood 5 to behold the In. 
ability of the People to chooſe, their Raſhneſs to depol: 
or receive; how little they are under the Direction of their 
| Paſtors; the Ambition and Bribery that often precedes, the 
Faction and Diviſion that generally follows it, would give 
a prudent Man great Uneatineſs, and make him take care 
that he is ſure of the Argument, before he admits the 
Practice. )))) | 
Before Mr. D. leaves the main Argument, he ſeems to 
have unſaid a great deal of what he had ſaid before. He 
ſays, that Biſhops are to be choſen by the Church, the Faitiju 
under the Direfion of the Elderſhip, [the Maſters, or Prin 
eipals under their Servants] that when thus approv'd aul 
eleFed, they are to be ſolemnly, and regularly ſet apart by Faſt 
ing and Prayer according to the Examples in the Word of Gal 
and with Impoſition of the Hands of the Presbytery, | tho i 
can't be concerv'd what Virtue can drop from their Fingers; 
and tho* the Perſons choſen are as truly Miniſters before 
as after this Ceremony] hat when Miniſters are thus conſe 
crated, then they are the Rulers and Governors of their ſeverd 
Churches, &c. tho Conſecration is nothing, or ſomething 3s 


| | good as nothing, what was usd by e in the 
WE. Apoſtolical Days, and ever ſince, but 
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* > proy'd ne. 
| GS ceſſary and may be let alone] it is only a Declaration i 
Ree a Tall, ſomcthing that may as well be done by a common 
= | Cryer as a Niniſter, and much more fi gnificantly by Words 


which every body knows, than by ſuch. Geſtures as are not 
to be underſt od without a Knowledge of Sacrifical Rites 
and {ome Exactneſs in that old muſty Book the BIB Ly 


My Reflections upon Mr. D. concerping the Word 15. 
too have given him a great deal of Trouble, and yet if 
the Reader will compare what he has ſaid, with what I 
alledg'd, no Notice is taken of my Argument. As I have 
follow'd him through all the reſt of his Miſtakes, I'll at- 
tend him here, and more particularly to ſhew my Com- 


plaiſance will prove to him from an unqueſtionable Autho- 


rity, that I had no Occaſion to do it. What was to be 
prov'd is, That Miniſters are calld Gcd's peculiar Pecple, his 
xargos diftinE from the Pecple. Mr. H. ſays, from the Mag- 
deburgenſes that the Miniſters were therejrre calld nAugnoy 
becauſe they were choſen by Let; and that Euſebius bis Uſe if 
xajeoo and xaveow puts @ Man upon thinking ſo, The Mini. 
ſters then were call'd the xa%z0o: For Mr. D. gives us the 
Reaſon of their Name, they were chiſen by Lit. No body 
elſe but they could be call'd N,. in this Reſpe& : For 
tho' the Miniſters were choſe by Lot; and theretore calld 
xaFeoo, the People were not choſen by Lot, and therefore 

could not be calfd ſo: Well then, according to Mr. D. the 
Miniſters are in ſome Senſe God's xx3#c00 only. But Mr. D. 
perhaps is only againſt the Miniſters being call'd the Por- 
tion, or xa7goo, or Church of God, as that excludes the Peo- 
ple from being ſo at all: For he can never be luppos'd to 
mean, that the People are as much God's peculiar Portion 
even as Miniſters, as the Miniſters themſelves are. This 
would be to confound what he ſeems to diſtinguiſh, and 
to make the People Miniſters as well as the Clergy. I 
can't tell where to find him an Adverſary in this Opi- 


nion: But however, I'll obſerve upon what he has ſaid. 


The Appropriation of the Werd N νοα to the Miniſters is Po- 
1 am ſorry for it, for Mr. D's ſake, and will try if 

can help him. The Miniſters then were call'd the Por- 
tion of God, and ſaid to be his long beſore Popery, except 
the Myſtery of Iniquity begun to Work in the Days of 
Moſes, and he was engag'd to lay the Foundations of the 
Eccleſiaſtical Ufurpation. | 

He has ſaid in the Name of God: The Levites ſhall be 
mine. My Priefls to ſerve at my Altar, ſays Mr. D. but 
not one Word of my Lot, peculiar Portion, or Inheri- 
tance, Hear the ConteS: Behold I have taken the Levites 
from among the Children of 1jrae!, inſtead of all the Firſt- 
Born, that openeth the Matrix among the Children of I- 


r4el ; therefore, the Levites are mine, becauſe all the Firſt- 


Born are mine: For in the Day that I ſmote all the Firſt- 
Born in the Land of Egypt, I hallow'd to me all the firſt 
Born in [frael both Men and Beaſt ; mine they ſhall be; I 
am the Lord. Every Thing is God's Portion, the fullneſs 
of the Earth, and they that dwell therein ; this, notwith- 
ſtanding Iſrael is His Portion, his People in a diſtinguiſh- 


ing 
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ing Manner: But yet, the firſt Born of them, and all they 
bad is his Portion diſtinct from the reſt. The firſt Born 
of the People was 3 his: The firſt Born of the 
People are redeem'd by the Tribe of £evi; therefore the 
Levites were peculiarly God's Portion and Inheritance. He, 
whom God hath choſen ſhall come near him. My. D. 
ſays, here is not one Word of Portion: Will he deny then, that 
the choſen of God were his peculiar Portion? But the Con- 
troverſy there, was between the Levites themſelves. If one 
Part of the Levites was more ſacred than another, and pe. 
culiar to God's Service; how much more the whole Tribe 
more ſacred and peculiar than the People? Mr. D. would 
have St. Cyprian and Tertullian particularly cited : If it was 
not ſuperfluous, I would trouble the Reader with them; 
at preſent I think it ſufficient to ſay, they are on my ſide, 
and if he durſt haye deny'd it, I would have produc'd them, 
He proceeds to obſerve upon Clemens Alex. the Words [ 
inſiſted upon he has been ſo kind as to tranflate : The A. 
poſtle John went to the Neighbouring Provinces, in ſome Places 
conſtituting Biſhops, in others ſettling and for ing whole Churches, 
and in others electing ſome one or other in,the (a) Clergy, who 
were ſignify'd to him by the Spirit. This Reflection fol- 
lows : Some were, it ſeems, by John elected into the Clergy; 
therefore the Clergy were God's peculiar Portion: What is the 


_ Clergy ? The xe; Who were elected into it? Some of 
the Chriſtian People. So then the * and the People 


are diſtinct, The Clergy are the diſtin& Portion of God, 
as Clergy; diftin& from the People: Surely it this Man 
had confider'd the Difference between diſtin& and exclu- 
five, he could never have wrangled ſo long. If he takes 
it that, when we ſay the Clergy are God's peculiar Portion, 
we deny that the People are at all his Portion, he diſputes 
without an Adverſary ; and, if he contends, that in what- 
ſoever Senſe the Clergy are God's Portion the People are 
fo too, he diſtinguiſhes without a Difference; for he himſelf 
diftinguiſhes between the Clergy and People. 


He comes now to Criticiſm, and there he always out-does 
himſelf. The Word xaos he ſays, is ſometimes us'd for 
the People (in the New Teſtament) diſtin& from. the Prieſt, 
but no where for the Prieſt diſtin& from the People. He 
Produces almoſt all the Places in the, New Teſtament, in 
which the Word xXaeoo is us'd. In the firſt Eive it ſig- 
nifies a Lot; theſe then are impertinent: In the 6, 7, and 
8. ſignifies a Part, ſhare, or Inheritance. Theſe then are of 


the ſame Claſs; in the laſt his Strength muſt lie, and yet 


it is (granting the moſt) a Place of ſuch Ambignity, that 
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ey nothing, but Courteſy to an old Friend, can make me think 
rn of lending it to him. From ſome Texts, which ſpeak no- 
he ching to the Purpoſe then, and from one, which ſpeaks he 
he can't tell what) we are taught to conclude, that the New 
le, Teſtament uſes the Word yxigoo ſometimes (once with Mr. D. 
D. is ſometimes, indeed he has ſo little to ſpeak for him, that 
nat WW he ought to make the moſt of every Thing) for the People 
an- diftin® ſrom the Prieſts, but never for the Prieſts diſlintt from 
ne the People. To honour his learned Pains as much as I can, 
pe- I will now conſider this poor folitary Text, it is thus in 
ibe che Original: Mus“ &s xalaxvgivorles Tov xaJeor. Not as 
uld being Lords over God's Heritage, overuling, ſays the Mar- 
vas gin. The Learned Verſions differ greatly; the Vulgat Do- 
m; Wl minantes in cleris; the Syriac, non tanguam Domini gregis ; 


de, the Ethiopic, non negligentes populum ſuum; the Arabic, non 
em, ¶ ut qui dominantur conſtitutiis in dignitatibus ſacerdotij. A Text 
s I ſo differently tranſlated, and underſtood, is very fit indeed 
A. to ſettle a Controverſy! The Engliſh Verſion he ſeems to 
aces build upon, and yet with great Submiſſion it is much the 
bes, Nworſt, and none of them come up to the Emphaſis of the 
ho Greek. Not as | xalaxveisvorles ] abuſing their Authority over 
fol- Wl the Heritages [XA] The Original has no ſuch Words as 
0); ¶ [of God] I preſume then to give this Verſion : Not as abu- 
the ung the Authority over the Heritages. The Word tranfla- 
e of ted Heritages is in the plural Number; it may be reter'd 
ople to Perfons, or Things. If to Perſons it is much better 
30d, to reſtrain it to the Colleges of Church Officers, than to 


extend it to the whole Church. For the whole Church 
elu - may be calb'd God's ee Heritage, but 1 believe not his 
akes eos Heritages. But indeed it ſeems much more properly 
tion, to be refer'd to Things, the Poſſeſſions of the Church, Eſtates 
utes and Inheritances ſold by the reipe&ive Poſſeſsors, and de- 
hat- ¶ poſited with the Clergy, To the Clergy St. Peter writes 
are aſter this Manner. My fellow Elders, feed the Flock of Chriſt, 
nſelf N wbich is among you, taking the Overſight thereof, not by Con- 
ftraint, but willingly, not for filthy Lucre, but of a ready well 
diſpoed Mind, neuher exerciſing greater Authority than you have 
for ¶ wer the Inheritances, which are intruſted with you to be diſpens'd 
rieſt, Wl for the common Subſiſtence ; but ſpew your ſelves in this worldly 
He Part of the Care diſintereſted, and ſhine forth bright Examples 
t, in to the Flock, in an Article which is as often the Occaſion of 
fig- WMfalling as any. The Reward I would not have you think f in 
and this World, Look up to the chief Shepherg d his Appearance; 
re of Whave an Eye, not to morldly Gaing 3 t Crown of Glory 
| yet ¶ which fadeth not away. | | | 
that We have now nothing more to do than to pay our Ac- 
knowledgments to Mr. D. for guarding againſt popiſh En- 
eroachments, and taking care of the People. Theſe are two 
Points with which I always find my ſelf ſenſibly _— 
| an 
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and can ſcarce forbear Indignation when IT obſerve upon the 
brick Advances of the Enemy, and the awkward Defence 


of Friends; it looks as tho betwixt the Power of thoſe that 
attack, and the I reachery and Ignorance of thoſe that ſhould 
repel, we were deſtin d to ruine. Thus ſome Men would 

have you believe, that whilſt you are keeping up the com- 


mon Fences of Chriſtianity, you are favouring the Papiſts; 


-whilſt you! Alerting the peculiar Relation, which the Clergy 


have to Ged, that you are excluding the Laity from any 
at all, that reveal'd Religion is blinding the Eyes of the 


People, and all Eccleſiaſtical Government, Tyranny and Op- 
preſſion; with a great deal more of ſuch itale ſtuff, as has 


been acted over by Crab and his Accomplices many hun- 
dred Years ago; and has been objected to the Clergy of the 
eſtabliſh'd Church, till every honeſt Country Fellow . fees 
through it; the very Authors are aſhamed of it; and every 
religious prudent Man declares it ſo far from deſerving Con- 


futation, that it is ſunk below ridicule. - | 


Mr. D. thanks me for my Civility, in recommending to 


him Biſhop Fel, and Mr. Dodwel, but ſeems not to under. 


ſtand his Obligation. I did not recommend them . upon the 
general Subject of our Diſpute, but upon the Difference we 
had about the Word eos. To return my Civility, he 
recommends to me Biſhop Stillingſieet, and the Biſhop of 
Bangor. Biſhop Stillingfleet's Authority about this Matter 
is the ſame in all the Writings he owns, as Biſhop Fel}; 
or Mr. Dodwel's. As for the Biſhop of Bangor; his Adver- 
ſaries have never charg'd him with an heterodox Poſition, 


but he has deny'd it, and the doubtiul Expreſhons of that 
Author have interpreted the clear ones. Let his Life and 


Actions be a Comment upon his Writings. Suppoſe him a 
Biſhop of the Church of England, ſworn to. believe all her 
Articles, Canons and Conſtitutions, at leaſt, not Evil; ſworn 
to obſerve them in the whole Exerciſe of his Office; ſup- 
Poſe: him to have enter'd into theſe ſolemn Obligations ac 


- cording to the Senſe of the Impoſer, and to be a Man of 


Sincerity and Uprightneſs (all but low Suppoſitions in the 


Character of a Bithop,) and you'll find Mr. D. no great 


Gainer by this Authority. 


Before I releaſe my Reader, I muſt take Notice of Mr, 


D's Concluſion: He ſays, my trifling has been the Occaſion f 


his. I'm ſorry he ſhould be fo eaſily led off; but he pro- 
miſſes his Reader no more trouble from himſelf, or me, becau|: 
1 reſolu'd not to anſwer. him, unleſs he would write like a honef 
Man and a Scholar. If I could think it prudent to keep that 
Reſolution, he would be ſafe enough. There are Men in 
the World of good Senſe, and great Integrity, who may take 
Citations for Authorities, and Aſſurance for Argument, It 
is neceſſary to aſſiſt ſuch in their Enquiries after Tus, and 

4 | ring 


as * 


1 
bring the Endleavours of thoſe; who: i opyoſy itꝭ ingo diſkor 
ute: by a ſerious] Canfutation, rather. than; bury, them in $i» 
2 a Method which Friends ma Gel -A. genergus-; Con- 
cempe 3-bus Enemies will eſteem a: confeſs d Defeat. 
If any Perſon fhall think me worthy his Regarq, I beg 
hell: conſine hiniſelf to the Queſtion, which: have too often 
repeated before, to mention now. The' he ſhould wander 
Fil not Promiſe to take no Notice of bim; but rather, as 
long as any one ſhall oppaſe the Truth by Cavils, to pexſiſt 
in the. Defence of it by delecting them. Nein a e 
I had almoſt forgot to take off an Imputation Mr. D. 
ſuggeſts againſt me, that I have either contradicted, forgot - 
ten, or never read what I ſubſcrib'd, the Articles of the 
Church. Far- bh Tam fby of owning the Church of Rome, 


day, declares, that the Church of Rome, as it is. preſently, and 


More. 


I will preſume to ſay no Man hates the Corruptions of 


zans of that Cauſe are in other Reſpects, they ſeldom fail 
to make uſe of any Advantage, that is given them. ey 
loy'd to be treated with hyperbolical Language, and have 
Charge againſt them oratorically aggravated. They then ca- 
lily ſhew, that more is alledg'd than can be proy'd, and ap- 
pear to be more innocent then they really are, by being ſaid 
to be more guilty, The Charge inf this Homily is againſt 
Rome, for calling her felf T H E true Church, and engroſſing. 


is fo fond of muſt be this: Na particular Church can have 


It may be admitted, that ſhe is no more à true Church, than, 
that ſhe is the true Church; but then if ſhe is ſo far a falſe, 
or corrupt Church, as that her Adminiſtrations are all invalid, 
much the greater Part of the reform'd have been in the 
wrong ever ſince the Reformation. Not only the Church of 


England, but almoſt all the Foreign Churches, in their pub- 
lic confeſſions, have own'd her to be a Church (not as the 


Rome more. than I do; but I can't approve the indiſcreet 
Zeal of ſome Perſons againſt them : Whatever the parti- 


the Gifts of the Holy Spirit to her ſelf, excluſive of all our 
of her Communion z and the Senſe of the Fragment Mr. D. 


leſs Pretence to call her ſelf the true Church, than ſhe has. 


to be Antichriſtian, and no true Church, the Articles recommend 
the Homilies, and the ſecond Part of the Homily for Whitſun- 


bath been for the ſpace of nine hundred Tears and .odd; is ſo far 
wide from the Nature of the true Church, that nothing can be 


Word true is oppos d to corrupt) and. their endende 
| 's 


with her, ever ſinoe ſhe became Schiſmatical, 
inconſiſtent and > 


her Orders and her Baptiſms, is confeſſing what Mr. D. 


nſtrouſly 


does deny. To charge Schiſm. c. upon her, is ſuppoſing. 


her Relation to the -Cath6lic Church, as a particular Church. 
I ſay no more than this: 585 Church of England admits her 


ſurd upon any other Principle“ To admit 


Admin. 
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